


[V Wy MY D e (5o} B N I et O N Pr D [Ny
[l o 90 % R G S D W o~ SN N & o) o
[ -
"
bl
|
. ord
& 43
o ?;W 4D
?sg & X [
o “ =g e8] ®
w S Q vt Q o .
) s i o : O o
) o +2 o 0] Gq o O
o A -t 9] o O 4 e
1 i £ a ®
[ o e [ RN v F e B <\
O & g oMo w0 S T R
+ L S 4+ S R
o o L o a8 B o
ife} o 43 PR ¢ R
b . ,fm @ “ ot 5 b Kw . J
, o] Gy & £ § L [ -
re! w ] HOO . o =M ,
& 5 = Ns 0 O - wm
o T s 0 ) ] O W
o oo Qe £ 4 o0&
0 & o @ RN . o e
O fon! aped gt N R . . ps 2 B
] £y 40 by @ &) 0 Ul wo ¢ o
£ g a0 3 Lo oY 5 O
@ | 5 4 o B A3 @ o 4
o by oy @ Gy O 4 +2 - )
. . & wﬁ [ o s} 4 e ] bia] (¢ e
Py &N et £ N ,mw C . mw mw jw pe
s s o o o (ORI ;
4 g G oo ¥ o« o LI O B o3 2
4 v 4D oo O Y (ST [ I oW
= H w opd &0 oped LI o] e~ [T
o] [ B [N S ] LA = £ow il [ B
oo o woow Ke! : C e
G 42 % @ 4 ) 43 < v 5
42 S O b)) ny &~ O Oy
O Gy S O e el w0 q 8
&0 M,m © F= O e 0 Ly o« ay o
4 { S }
42 IS & !
woon + © i
0 e ©oon £ bt b4 el =
e | e N = = -t =
- o Py <+ e
Ly &y £ £y &
o] Y ] O @
42 43 42 FE] L2
£y £y & 2 2y
5] « @ o o
) £ E & s
[ o e [ (o]



Py N oYy Wy od Ly Ly O MYy o (&) LMy

Ao I« O BES N e | e B Wy N0 ND N [6R [
m..m u;* ai, oy S o &N 2, [N SC I oV o [aN] o

-
&
o
2
i 0 2 g
o) © Q2
« @ FER Y
5o [ v
N iy ® B " et
[0} o Ll -
- s e 4 = © w
@ o o @ [T
® 1 i 3 Ly e G
0 43 + o) 3 43 s (O
a3 ¢ oo - i o by o
O 4 o O O 0] 5] Sy
o O S o] = O & B
@ O e N O “GE
45 & Gy oo o Gt 4
m v 0o w & @ e S
o A =Ny d ; 2 -l b
- a 3w o @ ! !
o =S i Ug
- 3 [GIE . O o)
o] I G B B » © L @ o0
B I T B By A ) SR oW
w4 9 By o4 & e 50 48 S
g 0 ® O o @ = Qo oo
HOOQON oG & T - R o
B) M b)) ow b £ wry B @ b o
af ol 5 o b & o N
A E < %) © 4 a2 .
> e =
ey O
2 Q 0] (M) !
, W o ) R w
= W ey mw o MmO [T B - T = I im
X ™
£4 3
& £
3 bl )
[ I bd [
(Sel >~
£y &
© ©
S 43
o £
5] ol
£ o




UWNIVEE

FACULTY OF  ARTS

GEOGRAPHY

Doctor of Philosophy

MIGRATION TN &1

by David Gowin

The study of migration, in the two hundred yvears before birth-place
data was recorded in the 1841 Census, has depended primarily on the
analysis of Parish Registers, supplemented by locsl tax, militia,

apprenticeship and ecclesiastical listings, The aaiy'oéher national

d"
m

source, the docugents genersted by the administration of
Law, from 1662 to 1865, has largely been ignored.

This thesis is concerned wi

th
an evaluation of the Settlement Certificates, dxaminations and

Removal Orders genereted by the administration of the Poor Law, and

secondly, thelr potential for establishing geographical patterns of

?’e?’}

(0]

migration, he spatial focus for this study is the Gloucestershir

woollen cloth parishes which exhibited & strong centripetal pattern

of movement until the 18630's, but this analysis has been set agair

"

15T

o

similar studies from other areas, However, an evaluation alsc
reguires that tThe evidence from the Poor Law documents is compared
with that from Parish Hegisters and early Enumerators Books, as

the only two contemporary sources providing similar information.
This empirical evidence is examined within the framework of =z total

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

e £
wider environment Hyootheses, deriv from the study of misratio
ERe s ViXohnent, Hypotheses, derived the study of migration

processes, are tested to evaluate their applicability in this

e

particular historicsl context snd to illuminate the reslity of

H

gration in Gloucestershire at this time,

1V
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Chapter 1

Introduction : Migration and the Poor Lew in

Pre-Industrial England

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

Adam Smith (1776)
'The Wealth of Nations', 112,
Clark 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 (1). Clark
claims that, for the present, the evidence of Ecclesiastical Court
Depositions remains the most valuable source for such studies (2),
though he admits that there is a bias in then towards "the respectable
man and against the younger, ..... that female witnesses are under-
represented (5} and that few are available after 1730 {é}. During

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

and Social Structure has raised to the level of academic respectability

the first vital statistics)

.
{

the analysis of Parish Registers (5). Wrigley contends "we do not
Census) or in 1837 (

move in 1601 (the first

from darkness into light in population history. The dark ages of
e 2 - I - o .. [vS ard s el g%
population history ended in 1538, not in 1837 ." (6). "From 1538

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

] e ., b ", . » . Ak . B s K e . H oz 17 LI k3 -
of knowledge about population changes in this country" (7). Their blas

ageinst dissenters and recusants is implicit in their origins, though

bt
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&
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w
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the significance of this under registrati rious- until the

- -

elghteenth century and only then in certain geographical localities. lore

serious lacunae are characteristic of the early nineteenth century

Registers, esp the growing urban areas (8). Chambers describes

oy

O
O
H
o
ot
g

the xHegisters 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 which, by definition, can be called the annals
of the poor is that created by the documents pertaining to the

o P
adpinistration of the Poor Law.
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or jobs is central to economic prosperity and political stebility,

but these processes have not been fully undersitood and the fear of
social unrest has been uppermost in framing laws which would directly
affect the movement of people, The Law of Settlement and Removal

of 1662 represents the most notorious exsmple of such legislation (10),
Its iegal sntecedents were established in the unsetiled political
atmosphere of fourteenth and fifteenth century snglend (11). The
endemic poverty of the majority of the population (12) was met by

alms or = punsbive laws (13). The differing nature of permanent
poverty through infirmity, btemporary poverty which drives a labourer

to seek employment elsewhere and that which characterised vagrancy (1)
was 111 defined. it hed 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 1601 placed this responsibility
at the level of the parish (15) and only the Union Chargeability Act

of 1865 fundamentally sltered this frame of reference (16),

The Settlement Certificates, BExaminabtions and Hemoval Orders
resulting from this Lew (Appendices 1.I - 1J01) (17) provide a major
national source for the sbudy of population movement still largely
untapped by geogrephers. (18). They cover a period of nearly two
hundred years at a time when inglsnd was in transition from a ‘pre-
industrial society' (19) to the industrial, urbanised society vhich
became characteristic of the second half of the nineteenth century;
it was z pericd in which lsbour was the most important factor in
production snd the economy snd men were at the mercy of natural forces
(2{3)c They mark the movements of a substantisl sector of the pogulation
by age, sex and occupations in & variety of geographical locations.

It is the geocgraphicel evaluation of this body of source material for
migration studies which is the main object of this present study.

"The variety of practical interpretations that characterise
the Bnglish Poor Law from the Act of 1662 and its subseguent
modification by siatute or Justiciel interpretation which
attempted to replsce the decadent situstion which ensued
the breskdown of the authority of Frivy Council in local
administration and which lasted even after the deification
of centralisation and uniformity of the 1834 Act, do not
concern the geographer® (21).
This caveat needs emphasising, for the originsl formulation of the
law and its subsequent administration did not have the needs of
geographers in mind, The constitutionszl battles between central
and local government, the real differences bebween the statube book
and the local administration of the law, the chenging attitudes to



poverty wnich 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 spatisl implication of this law with
which the geographer is concerned, Baker et al, have suggested that a
"basic problem confronting historical geographers today is
how to integrate traditionslly empiricsl techniques which must
eventually reach cut for & itheoretical framework and the
theoretical enslysis which must in turn reach out to embrace
the complexities of the real world, Some of the difficulties
lie in the characteristics of the source materisls available
to an historicel geographer snd some lie in the nature of the
theories which have so far been developed™(22).
Chapter 2 ezxamines the multi-disciplinery nature of migration studies
and a totel migration model is proposed to provide the conceptusl and

theoretical framework for this study. Fmphesis is plesced not only on

5

the patterns of migretion, with which treditionally the geographer has

been concerned, but alsoc upon migretion processes, Ideally, the
hypotheses that research has generated should be vigorously tested in
the resl world, but as Chapter 3 shows, the nature of the data derived
from Setvtlenent papers enforces an adoption of the first approsch
identified by Baker et al., above. In these clrcumstences it is vital
to establish the usefulness of the Poor Law documents for migration

tuales. Chapter 3 describes the legel environment within which
movements occurred, It outiines the mein provisions of the Poor Law,
its subsequent modification during the period 1662 — 1865 and the main
cherscteristics of the three main caltegories of documents engendered by
1ts administration.

It is a matter of conjecture how many of these documents survive
nationally (23), but the volume of the documents end their patchy
distribution preclude a satisfectory study st that scale, It is,
therefore, necessary to use a ssmple drewn from a specific region.
Gloucestershire is used as the main testing ground for the eveluation
of the documents and for sn examination of the patiterns of migration
within the conceptusl framework of the total migration model. Albhough
s substsntisal collection of documents survive in the county (2&}, their
distribution in space and time is frustratingly uneven (Fig. 1). The
Forest of Dean wes extra-parcchisl at this time =znd it 1s only in some

£ the peripheral parishes, such as Mitcheldesn, Littledesn snd
Newnham-on-Severn, that documents exist, The Vale of Severn is better
represented with documents in agricultursl and industrisl districts and
in both villages and towms. Even so, Gloucester itself is poorly
covered and no documents survive for Tewkesbury. In the Cotswolds,

only the merket towns sre well represented, and in the small area

£



Figt MAJOR COLLECTIONS OF SETTLEMENT DOCUMENTS IN GLOUCESTERSHIRE




of the Oxford Vele in the county collections have survived at South
Cernsy and Kempsford, The largest group of surviving documents
relate to the woollen cloth parishes which lay across the Cobzwold
Ezcarpment from Painswick to Kingswood in the velleys of the Frome,
Hwelme and Little Avon.

The administrative county has no velidity as the unit of study
because it does not reflect the level of data collection and its
boundaries are rerely mesningful in relstion to populstion movements
and the functional regions wiiich such movements reflect. During the
period of this study, not only sre county boundaries altered and
parishes transferred to and from neighbouring counties, but an entirely
new county, the Gloucestershire Registration County, is also created (25).
Bversley, Drake and Sogner in their snalysis of demographic patiterns
from Parish Registers use a region of contiguous parishes (26) so that
the effects of migration would be minimised (27). This assumption
that the bulk of both temporsry and permenent migration wes short
tance csn be tested in the woollen cloth perishes of Gloucestershire,

£,

gf

3

hese parishes which are essentislly contiguous remsin throughout the
period a recognisable funcitional wunit, exhibiting a strong pattern of
centripetal movement. Tarn'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 study, but this szpprosch excludes the
widger aresa of domestic employment which wes an integrel part of the
spatial structure of the industry before the nineteenth century. The
adoption of an aslternative criterion, employment, is subject to

similar limitations, TFigure 3 is based on the distribution of male

the 1608 luster Roll (28). The incressing concentration of the industry
into the Stroud and Dursley Hegistration Districts, where 87 percent

of the mele employees were to be found in 1851, expresses a close

5 o

correspondence to the pattern established by Tann. Fux

-

rthermore Tenn's
meps of the chenging distribution of mills in 1840, 1849 eand 1867 (29)

reinforces the view that & functionsl region, by definition,; must be

&

subject to changes in its areal extent over such a long period of time,
Chapter L draws on contemporary accounts to describe the main
economic and population patterns in the county during the period 1662
to 1865, The spatial veristions in these charscteristics mey provide
an insight intc the processes underpimming the patterns of migration
in the cloth parishes which are analysed in Chapter 5.
The need to group parishes intc & meaningful unit for analysis

may vesult in The discovery of patterns of migration which zre only
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CLOTH MILLS IN GLOUCESTERSHIRE
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Fig.3. MALE WOOLLEN CLOTH WORKERS .GLOUCESTERSHIRE
REGISTRATION COUNTY IN 1608 AND 1851.




valid for that one region. in conseguence, comparisgons must be made

b

)

his is attempted in Chepter

o
£
o
[
* ol
O
s}
w
o
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with the evidence from other situs
6 in two main weys, Firstly, Settlement Certificates, and, to a
lesser degree, Removal Orders . re anslysed for other economic regions
in Gloucestershire, and in other selected areas of ingland.,  Secondly,
patterns of migration are reconstructed from Parish Registers and
mid-nineteenth century Censuses for selected cloth parishes. The

examination of other data sources for migration study is essential for

the evaluetion of Poor Law documents and an e

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 7) 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 end 1851.
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1688-1959, (2nd. ed; Cambfiége University Press), 3. These

authors are critical of ﬁing’s sub-divisions in a period when
economlc specialisation was insufficilently developed, but estimats
that 70 percent to 80 percent of the population was engaged
primarily in agriculture, though for many it was a secondary

is their

PET ENNU,

Gregory King's f

vagrants, gypsies and thisves; 1&b‘&?iag people

to calculate that 1,850,00

tate of actual poverty.

th

e like, exacerbated the economic candition of the sxrtisan, small

ovkeeper, apprentice and serviceman so that a population of
s 2 P gt o

3,300,000 might be adversely affected, This implies 60 percent

of the peopulastion could have bsen

t
e - 5y 7 o - deny I -t it o S 5
Bowden, W, {1965) Industrial soci 14 towerds the end of

1

i 4 T 1 e T ey Y - 9 T i 1P PN
the eightesnth century @3€W‘10fh : Cassj, guotes the Hev, Jomn

Howlett's belief that nearly one third in rursel areas, but less
than one sixteenth of the populaltion in urban parishes, reguired

constant or occcasional aid.

¢ TP o o

hshton, T.S. (1954)

5 vols. Boonomic

Ashton stresses not only the ssascnal nature of employment induced
by the vagaries of the weather, imperfect demand for goods and

cash flows, bul also the casual methods of hiring and working,

the attempts to prevent poverty by 27 Henry
(1536) and 18 wliz. I, (1576) which urged work to be

turdy beggars and which became sn essentisl dngredient
in the seventeenth century acts estsblishing workhouses, houses
of industry, village stocks snd psuper apprenticeships.
In

the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, rogues and vagabonds

were a constant and increasing vorry to magistrates and periodically

Lo

he cighteenth century (Ashton, T.S. (series ed.

contributory factors to this endemic poverty

)

10

: Methuen), vol. 3, 202-7,
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harsh laws were invoksed zgainst them. imorisonment

and brending were sanciions as was forced removal, The London

Bridewsll became the model for zll houses of correchtion sstablished

by the Act of 1576 in which vagabonds were to be found work.
Unfortunately, the distinction between these penal institutions

and workhouses for the honest pauper became Dlurred in many areas.

Similarly, the removal of vagrants to thelr birthplace or placs
e

o
by

where resident for at lesst threes years, becam
principle of the Act of 1662, which affected the honest poor.
Vagrancy Orders issued in this period identified the parishes
through which the vagrant would be passed by the constsbles, en
route to their place of legal settlement. These orders have
been excluded from this present study.

The hcts of 27 Henry VII, C. 25 (1536), 39 Eliz. I, C. 3 (1598)
and 43 8liz. I, C. 2 (1601) had teken the ecclesiastical parish
as the basic unit of Poor Lew administration, but the larger
parishes, especially in the north of mngland, contained several
townships and 1t is these which becams the aoctusl units of
administration end for which provision was made in the 1662 ict,
¥Mills, D.R. (1959})’?he Poor Laws and the distribution of
population c,1600~1860, vwith special reference to Lincolnshire',

Trens, inst., Br. Geogr, 265 165 and 195, tends to use parish and

township as synonyms. In much of southern wngland this
assumption is valild,

28 and 29 Vie. (1865).

This law producced endless litigaticon to establish claims of

ettlement and to test the validiiy of the Hemoval Orders that

7

had been lssued, appesls sgainst removal fipures in the

eighteenth century Quarter Session papers, The QOrder Holls for
the county of Gloucester date from 1728 and contalin many Removal

Orders and Bxaminations. The Order Books date from 1672 (with
a short gap from 1692-1701) =nd included settlement appeals,

dn initial survey of the former suggests that there is much
duplication of documents slready found in the parish collections
and no attempt has been made To explore fully this sourcs,

See Grey, L.2., and Gaydon, &.7. Gloucestershire Quarter Sessions

srchives 1660-1889 (Gloucester County Council) 1958.

The minutes of vestries, churchwarden and oversesrs accounts are

ess valuable within the context of this study. Besgtardy Urders

fot

are special categories of documents which are not dealt with here.

AL



It is important to remember that the bulk of the documents
anslysed refer to peopls who were not even paupers but were
honest workpeople of very limiited means who were trying o
obtain & better stendard of living through migration.
Pelham, Reb. (1937) YThe immigrant population of Birmingham,
1686-1726%, Birmingham ivrchaeological Society Transactions.
LXT, 45-80,

Rendsll, H.h. (1971) Some aspects of Population geography in

certain rurel aress of Englend durding the eighteenth and early
nineteenth centuries, (unpub. Ph.D. thesis, University of
Newcastle).

Sjoberg, G. (1960) The pre-industrial city (Wew York : Collier

aciillan), 118 uses this phrase to describe the economic and
technological bases of soclebty and allows cross culbtural and
cross bemporsl comperisons., This theme is azlso developed in

. A P - .y
n Bnglish context in Laslett, F. (1965 )} The world we have lost

an 1
(Londen : Methuen) and in Chambers, J.l. (1972) Populs ation,
econony and society in pre-~industrisl England., (Oxford University
Press).

,.

see also Coleman, D.C. op,cit., 291-308 and Wrigley, L.A. (},%7}

o

'A simple model of London's importance in cheanging English society

and economy 1650-~1750', Past and Present. 37, L4~7C.

Colemen, 0.0, ope.cit,, 299,

.1

I oY * 5
Hompson, 8., (1926-28) ‘'Settlement and removal in Cambridgeshire

1662-1834", Cambridge Historicsl Journal, IIL, 273.

Beker, A.R.H., Hamshere, J.D. and Langton, J. (eds.) (1970)

At s

Geographical interpretations of historical sources (ewton Abbot:

tfi

evid and Charles), llh.

Tate, W.E. (1969) The parish chest (Cambridge University Press),

202, suggests that on the basis of the 5,000 Settlement documents
xtant in Bedfordshire the national total could spproximate Lo
400,000,

These are mostly lodged with the County Archivist in Gloucsster,

(D

the County Archivist in Bristol (now part of ivon) and at the
Gloucester 0ity Library. The Gloucester City Hecords are now the

res oneibility of the County Archivist since the 1974 local
govermnent re-organisation created yei 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.
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The administrative county used in this situdy is that created

by the major re-orgenisation of 7 and 8 Vie, C, 61, (1844).

The Registration County owed its origin to the Civil Registration
Act of 1837 {6 and 7 W. IV, C. 86) for births and deaths and

6 and 7 W. IV, C. 85, (1836) which dealt with marriages, The
units of registration largely coinclded with the units adopted
for the administration of the unions of parishes established
by the Poor Law Amendment Act of 1834 (i and 5 W, IV. C. 76).
Eversley, D.2.C. (1957) 'A survey of population in an area of
Worcestershire from 1660~1850 on the basis of parish records',

Population Studies L, 394-419.

Dreke, M. loc. cit,
o~ . 7 . P - . . . .
Sogner, S. (1963) 'Aspects of the demographic situation in

seventeen parishes in Shropshire, 1711-1760. An exercise

based on parish registers,' Populstion Studies XVII, 2. 126-147.
The unrelisbility of limited date from single small parishes is
glso minimised if & conbtiguous group of parishes is used.

See Bversley, D.B.C. (1965) in Glass, D.V. . and Eversley, DeBeC.

(eds.) op. c:;’t.,, 57.
See Leslett, b, d Herrison, J. (1963) Clayworth snd Cogenhoe

in Bell, H.E. snd Allard, R.C. (eds.) Historical Essays 1600-1750
(Black London), 177,

Smyth, J. (1608) Men =nd Armour for Gloucesiershire (Stinchcombe)

(reprinted 1902) This document was produced for the county at the
reguest of the Govermment for all men capsble of besring arms.
Similar requests punctuate the reign of Elizabeth and the early
Stuerts. A full snslysis of this occupational listing by parishes
has yet to be undertsken, though an important study at the level
of the hundred was mede in 1934 by Tawney, A.J. and Tawney, H.l.

(195@~55), Tin occoupational census of the seventeenth century!

Econ, Hist., Rev, V, 25-6l.

See also Perry, R. (1945),tThe Gloucestershire woollen industry

1600-1690", Bristol and Gloucestershire Archseological Society

rensactions 66, L9-137. Perry uses this lisiting at the parish

[

evel but only in relaticon to the woollen industiyv.

B

snn, J. (1964) Scme aspects of the development of the Gloucester—
shire woollen industry (unpub. Ph.D. thesis University of Le;cesﬁer%
59 notes that the number of weavers listed by Smyth must represent

e minimum figure as frequently these men were wesk stooping persons,
Wyatt, J M. (1974), 'Occupstions and physique 1608', Gloucester-

shire Historical Studies VI. 9. provides a corroborative anaslysis
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from this muster roll for the hundreds of Bisley, Longtree and

-

tstone that shows weavers and labourers to be the groups

least likely to provide the pikemen and musketeers who required
physical strength.

foT 4]

Figure 2 is based on Tann, J. (1967) Gloucestershire Woollen

Mills (Green, E.R.R. series ed. Industrial Archacology of the
British Isles; Wewton Abbot : David and Charles), Fig. 2.
The author's permission has been obtained for its inclusion in
this thesis and it is used as the basis for the functiocnal
region adopted as the core arez of study. it deliberately
xcludes the isolated mills at Cirencester snd Cubberley and
the one at Alkington, The latter is contiguocus with the region
but as a tything of the large parish of Berkeley 1t cannot be
separated for the purpcoses of this study. Stinchcombe is
cmitted despite the mention of a decline in the cloth industry

in this parish in the marginal notes of the 1851 Census because
£

no mills existed within its limits, ILike meny other parishes,
beyond the chosen area, 1t was a source of labour for the mille
of the cloth parishes,

Ashton, T.S5. op. cit., 15.



The Process of Migration

"he reasons for moving given by
migrants are thelr personal resction
to what may be fundsmental changes in
the enviromment which they may not
understand or correctly interpret,®

Bogue, D.d. (1969)

‘Principles of Demography', 75L.

L 4

gration, Froblems of definition

The literature on migration is voluminous but fragmented,
because 1t covers an ares of interest to awriety of disciplines,

3

rom the intre-urban to the

g

The scale of investigation has renged f

inter-continental, and the technicues employed

4
S

have been equalily
varied (1). Geographers have concerned themselves with the patterns
of population distribution, and viewed migration as the agency by
which change occurs., Norris complains that geographers have been
too cantent to map patiterns at perticular points in time and have
failed to exemine the agency, the process, necessarily involved;

he admpits that the quantitative and behavicursl revolutions have

stimulated a more dynamic approach in the subject, thereby bringing
it closer 1o cognate fields of study which to date, have been the
main sources of migration theory (2).

Jackson reviewing such studies in socioclogy is equally critical
' 'snapshot studies', which trest migration as a once only phenomenon
and lead to over emphasis on one part of a migrant's career ( )}
The total context within which migration occurs and the factors
related to this overall context which influence declsions, at

ints in time, are a neeessary part of any theory of

migration (i, Lee notes thaet, until recently, there has been 1little
2 2

development in migration theory since Ravenstein's work in the 1880's
a deficiency which his paper is designed to rectify (5). In 1%, lzl.p
5 paid to the behavioural aspects of migration, but it is
essentially in the Ravenstein tradition of macro-economic theory (6)
and, in Randall's view, totally ignores the spatial implications of
migration theory (7). Garbett and RKepferer ralse further criticlsms
of migration studies which geographers could well hesed, The emphasis

on particular facets of the migrstion process, such as the distance

T

15
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trevelled, the volume of movement and the number of intervening
opportunities between origin and destination, mey lead 4o mono-
causal explanations.,  Furthermore, the use of Census date as the
mejor source not only creates 2 tendency to develop explanations
around phenomena which are relatively easy to quantify (8) &), but

Census data, in the
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also conditions the definit
United Kingdom, is only available at the individual level within the

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

2

Census data record only those movements which cross an administrative

division whether it be at the parish, district or county level (10).

0

Horris, in regarding migration as 2 special forxm of spatial interaction,

7 - 5 “ 5 -
identifies migration as any household move (11). This has the virtus

4 .

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

cout the household may or may not be the decision meking unit in

effecting a residential shif't, hiore peocple in a household are usually

affected by the decision than actively participate in its o

alcing (12)
The use of Poor Lew documents and Enumerators® Returns in this study,
provides dats collected at the housenold level where sn inter-parochizal

move has been effecied. The use of areslly delined units has & two-

fold effect, TFirstly, it filters out intra-parochisl moves which

s

contain a particular cebegory of migrant. Secondly, the recorded

volume of movement varies with the size, shape and relative disposition
of the administrative units. The grester the ares, the larger the
community snd the grester will be the number of moves clasgified as
non-migratory (13). In relation to studies of the Poor Lew, Lipson
suggests that the Seftlement regulations took on a disproporticnate
significance because the unit of administrstion was the parish (14);

yvet even by 1662, the parish was no longer a logicel division of local

ey

government due to the growth of trade and town life (15). If there

O

hed 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
sean meaningless, Bogue notes that there cen only be an imprecise
1link between the volume of migration that actually occurred and that
identified by date collected on the basis of sdministretive units,

ements are not identified (16).

lerger units, such as unions of parishes
only of reducing the measured volume of migratieﬁ but alsc of

> the mean distence of those migration events thatl are

¥

g
recorded (17). Even a superficial comparison of the parishes of the



Vale of Berkeley and Gloucester with those on the Cotswolds shows

-
Tormer arezs. In

ochial movement in

grester incidence of mlgrgtl hen that

within en arsa also affects the incidence of migration, 1f the latier
iz defined as inter-arsa movement. Deane and Cole in thelr survey
of British sconomic growth speculate that the apparently different

irve and Yorkshire and

pattern of population g
between Warwickshire sand Btaifordshirs in the elghteenth century may
be pertly attributed to real differences,not only in industrial
development and settlement form,but alsc to the accidents of geography.

oncentrated in

In Lenceshire snd Werwickshire, whe:

& few major urban centres close Lo ns

played a more significant role than nstural increase in thelr growth.

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

Wolpert and

pas

oseman by introducing wider issues help to define
the sssentisls of migration. Wolpert sees mobility as encompassing
areal movement but also occupational and social movement {(19).
Hoseman adopts Cavalli-Sforza's two-fuld typology of human movement
wnich introduces the parameters of permenence and periodicity {20}9

includes recliprocal movements vhich foocus on
o

work snd other

cific interval ?GQE“ 5 %

nducted within

1), T

week (21) In this context, the daily

reverse flow of townsfolk to neighbouring

=

Howells and other Poor Law zasi

B
labour allowed in the 1662 Act (23) or

L, are all relevani, In contras

25 the more fresquent visits to merkst, a s
he second category identifies ths v, relatively
permanent, shifts of reslidence are normally regarded as migration.

Hven so, Mitchell's seminal work on labour circulatiocn i

rejects the eéhaeceﬁ%risiiy of much migration ressarch

paralleled

.
[

by the Lew of 54

frequently, aged or infirm migrents were returned to thelr place of

legal settlement, a practice to which the irremovsbility clauses in

: s : B . /s
the mid nineteenth century Poor Law acts bear witness (26).



ifficulties that arise

from ived from a variety of
disciplines and their verying definitions of migration. For this study

4

Lee's definition has much

a permanent or semi-permanent change of residence, though the nature of
ible to adopt his sscond

aced upon the distance of

ified as inteynal or internsticnal in

]

form. However, his third criterion which includes both voluntary and
i fs o JUL T S SO I
/). Generzlisations about migretion

involuntary movement is useful
'y

ey gy e gy . 1n o e R Y T ssr oy S D Py
patterns made on the basis o© awéfcgaie behaviour, but supplemented by

inddvidual provide

m

hts into migration processes in a way which general

e -

such ss those of Lee and Havenstein, cannot, It is now

examine those models, irrvespective of their discipline
actempt to relate pattern to process and which mey

a framework for understanding

in dngland during the eighteenth

the natu

igration bul provides an

DrOCESSES, Such a model serves as both

insight into the underly
a theoretical framework to illuminate empirical observaiion and as
the means by which theory, largely developed in s twentleth century

context, can be tested. This section sxplores the naiure of recent

ML
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migration theory before the consiruction o 14 the consequent

icetion of the data sources nesded for its operationalisation,

Hecent Mipration Theoryv, Hevenstein's Lows of M3

have provided a 1

gpite of thelr obvious time and place spedificity

concentrate elither on measuring inlter-regional flows by a gravity
snalogue {28) or on its ramification in intervening opportunity end more
mathematical probabilistic theories (29). Wolpert leads a forcefu
attack on the deficiencies of these mechsnistic models, “Greater
selectivily to determine unigue weights for sreas and unigue distance

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

tters meet in generalising

persistent curve-i

on distances. The iacy of census data
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snd surrogate measures derdived from

"y

t emphasise the gop between

i

i
fote

micro and macro modsls aaé.ﬁhe conseguent nesd for s behavioural

el

ach to model CG”SbfLﬁﬁwOﬂ («O% Wolpert develops z mode

RS
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around what he regards as the central concepts of migration behaviour -

- -1

place utility, 1ife cycle and search behavicur. In particular, the

by

ef'fect of occupation, income, race and age sre integrated into the

[oF

model as parameters which revesl a significen egree of homogeneity

R

in fterms of the differentisl rates of migration, distance and direction
(31). In the short run, the characteristics of the places of origin
and destination are regerded as relaiively constsnt, but for longer
term forecasts exogeneous measures of economic trends are thought
necessary (32).

Lee identifies four essentials which he believes under”pin every

. IETS - v P . o
act of migration {33). These are Tactors associsted with the area of

origin and destination, intervening obstacles and nersonszl factors,
(] 3 E~

.

notes observed regularities

[

In spite of individual rendom occurrences,le

-

which form the basis of a series of hypotheses related to the volume of
migration, the development of stream and counter-stream and the
characteristics of the migrants themselves {gp§eﬁdix 3). It is to be

expected applying this general schema, in a historical context,

s
the lack of appropriate data to test some of the hypotheses will pose
major problems (3L). Bven so, it would not be on thse grounds that
the model is found wanting, The rather superficial treaitment of the

5

behavioural aspects of migration is one of iis two major wesknssses,
It reduces the anslysis of migration differentisls to a simple typology
of low and high quality migrants, responding respectively to negative

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

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

k

the time of Havenstein vwho had conceived of the altractive force of

the centres of absorption gensrating ‘betterment migreation In

%,

contrast, the 'push' mechanism wes derived from "heavy t&xaﬁian,
oppressive laws, uncongenial social surroundings, and comgylsisnﬁ (35).
in a historical context,Pelham's work using Settlement Certificates to
investigate in-migration into Birmingham is couched in similar terms.

The migrants are ‘pushed! off the merginal land of the Welsh moors,

o

Permines, the Soulh West and the Midlend Platesn becsuse of poor
soclo~economic opportunities and ‘'pulled "towards Birminghem (36).
These migrants, "for the most psrt artisans drawn lergely from the

1

regions of plain living and high thinking where environmental

conditions were unpropitious enough to induce the adventurousiy minded
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to seek an easier living elsewhere" (37) would most certainly be

Pelham's argument reveals one

Lee's high quality migrants', though
of the diffdculties implicit in the 'push-pull’ model, It draws
attention to the factors which might initislly induce an individusl

to migrate, but provides no insight into the migratory process (38).

In effect nothing is explained,for many 'pulls' are perceived relief
from the 'pushes' (39) and all motives are subsumed under “the
asgumption of the maximisation of want-satisfactions, so that the
complex decision to migrate is reduced to a kind of mechanical

balence of external snd personal forces" (10). 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

i

or destinaltlon e.ees 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 atiractive to the

,*.["”6‘

geographer because of 1ts spatiel dwplications, but it also suffers

et

o

from giving the impression that migration is & linear, once and for

l"i

all movement, a pattern snd not a process.
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vhich the contribution of behavicural scient
Linesrity is replaced by an integrative systems spproach,. This implies

more than Just a recognition of return migration and counter-currents,

tut emphasises thelr role in providing some of the stimuli in the mean

information field of the potential migrent, Hshogunjeé has srticulated

P

the conceptual base of a systems approach to rursi-urbsn migretion in

0]
ot

cproach is equally

s - -

the Underdeveloped

World, though he believes the sz
relevant to the comparsble shift in population in the past experience
of the Sevelsyeé'ﬁorié.(QZ). His model defines the attributes and

relationships of the interacting elements end, as a system, enphasises

...S

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

sub—-system within the itotal environmental system.

A Centrel Place iAnaloguse. Bome researchers have geen distence as &
crucial factor, Olsson in particuler has explored the implications

of the gravity model in its relastionship to central place theory {(L3).

theory of migrstion as an snslogue to the classic central plsce model
of Christaller. The central place, the central good and the comple~

mentary region ave metched by the concepts of the migrstion centre,

cpportunity and migration field as the basic operational

4 o 1 b N SR 5 Y . K. N -t v b S
elements of the model {(Li}. Four major relstionships are derived

from this understanding of space :



1. The cost of obteil a migration opportunity is
a functicn of the distance of the migrant initially

from the location of that opportunily.

™y
@

Bach migrant will act in an entirely rational way
and acceplt the nearest opportunity

e }5‘0?* esch migretion centye there is an inner and
ter zone of migration; thus, there is a definsble
fcmge of migretion.

o The nmumber of migraticon opporbtunities offered by any
migreation centre is a function of the size of the

populetion of that place,
Randall's snalogy, however, is pressed tco hard especially in his

3
anslysis of migration (consumer) costs. He notes that the oultward

iimits of mi could pe viewed 2s eguivalent to the renge of a
good as both are expressions of consumer cholce, but he is cautious
in linking sn inner threshold of migration to the range of a good.

In central place theory the latter relates to a decision teken by

&

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

a3 a2n sggregete of terminsl costs and treansport costs in which the
former pleys the more significsnt role. The spatial implicstions

of this statemsnt is the crestion of a model of probable migration in

v f

bl

,(

which there would be an imnmer zone of fewer migrants than predicted by

migraticon climsx would be

and ¥ &
locsted at the mean of the distance (D) from the origin (see Fig. L).

Figure 4 Probability curve of oubt-nmigretion from a centre O,
0
D D
Distance Destination Distance

[from Randall 57]
Por any one centre this point mey be regarded as the outer edge of

3

the commuter zone, Terminal costs, howsver, are not viewed as

necesssrily economic in origin andaelil's definition includes
those social and psychological costs which are implicit in the
control sub-systems in Figure 6. Trhds provides a conceptual, rether

than an operaticnal model in which an increase in the non~economic
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elements in lerminsl costs reduces the probability of migration.

:

However, in the context of

relationship proposed in this
central place analogue,the emphasis would sppesr to be on economic

it could

costs, defined by time or mon

s terminal

1

sessment, In the context of eighteenth century

inal costs would be less

can be argued thatl terr

significent than travel costs in an economic model,
destroy the concept of a probsbility curve of oub-migration {Elcure i)
but suggests that there is no irpwer zone of lew migrants.  Historical
5 hypothesis might be seen in Patten's work in

o e

of Chlkin and Clark in Kent, where fewer immigrants

O

sre noted from within five miles of the cily compared with a zon

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

ble in part to the increasing
¢ circles Crawn arcund

1t may also represent a
ance ~dscay rei bmaﬁsﬂlsgg

to ﬁbe fact

uﬂxiewsurv
slight anmomsly within
o

19

o

How much of this pat

L
close by were in Q&l with
out-workers, 1 daily
Journeymen and were therefo d Lo

is not known" {%@}.

The evidence for (Gloucestershire, presented in Chapters 5 and 6,
provides no support for Randell's view, nor for his contention
i . 4 "1 g ofe 3 - e " - 5 1 e
the potentisl population in esch zone is the main cszuse of

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

.. A 4 ) 1, . A e 3 %
zones up to 12 kilometres (46). A further explenation may lie in

HEgerstrand notes that deterministic theories which connect
migration snd distance, whether messurea by linesr distance, tﬁne,
financisl cost or intervening opportunitie
empirical data (47). Rendall is aware

. -

made for the non-rational aspects of human

1t would therefore sean o misteke Lo trest dent

varieble as it explains nothing, it can act only as a surrogate

: 7 o8 e S o o L5 T 3 = LA A P O £ o8
subsuming all those factors which affect the decision to migrate (48).

sads considersatinn.

‘urther aspect of the centra

O
&
o
ey

Central place theory assunes in consumer behaviour

s om £ I I 7S S - . ;. - v 5
816 8 resuLtant ggi‘u&:’ﬁ of movement congumer costs,

It also identifies a rigid hierarchy of service centres in which the
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services increases with hiersrchal vosition,

traints,Olsson argues that "a migrant would neve:

4 o N T > e R e P oy s e
to & place B, 1l there is a larger place C at

£

£

A" (L9)s and by implication ,suggests that

s

ont will only be able to satisly his needs
the one in which he is already living (50). Two

- be seen in terms of the distance decay

Firstly, the interzction slope can be exp scted to flatten the higher

the centre is in the hierarchy (51). Secondly, lerger places increase
their relative importance as destinations with the size of the origin,

so that migrants from small places move shorter distances than migranks

from larger places (52). See Figure 5.

figure 5 Relationship between hierarchal level and distance.

interaction with
lowest hierarchylevel

—— — interaction with
medium hierarchy level

interaction with
highest hierarchy level

Log Iij

[from Randall 233]

Higerstrand would szppear to provide empirical support for the hypothes
2 £ S5%

[ e
of movement upwards in the settlement hiersrchy. In his study of

f,z‘th”bez’m:_ yin the periocd 1935-39, geins in population were made from

s

the surrcunding rursal hinterlsnd snd losses to the morye remolte and

superior urbsn centres,

"The pattern can be followed by other Swedish migrationsa
studies, The moaif ;Catloﬁ,s howsver, ccours *sha,i & blgger
town gains boif from the nearest neighbourhoods as well as
from smeller towns and sgglomerations in the surrocunding
ares. The losseb oo} 4‘@ superior centres, if such exist ....
the J“f"g,e of the population towards the more central places
csn pe Pollowed right down to movements from outlying paris
to the more central localities within a single commun net (53).
Hgerstrand names this process 'chain-migration? and it bears some

similarity to the 'universsl shifting or disp

P o _. o “ - N

identified by Revenstein (Appendix 2, laws 22 and Zb)and ‘'the
)

olex wave-like motion' of Redford (5

i

exceedingly cor
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example of 'migration by stages’ the movement of

centre, which was at the same Linme

study draws mainl

from that of Figure 6 is a

of its major

sre Baving
are paying

gnd social sysi £ which he : . DAY inevitaebly, aspirations tend

stimulus to ssarch
behaviour; thus he become
recognises, there are
ich they are

pluses and minuses

potential migrant and change

P .4 . T e e e e
over Time as Lhne Rersonal asplra

o &5
reached in the life-cycle (59). are affected

by some factors in much the same “ore possible

conditions?

(w‘
o
1
&
0
e}
0]
i
o+ o
¥
=
g
ot
&

3 n
[}
i
b
O i
l”“’m

o
5
Q
<5
g .
&t

)
boby
o
i

for migration, even 1f they do not create 'sufficient conditions' to
trigger the individual response (60). Potential destinations cannoti
be evaluated with the same degree of knowledge as the origin and their

Mebogunje hypothesises

the destination of
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crucial to the establishment of organisation in the greater
differentiation of migration streams and patterns (62). Negative
feedback, in the form of return migrants and a counter stream,

]

provides gn essentisl part of the self-regulatory nature of the

systamn,

£

There are, however, other mechanisms which affect migration.

should be distinguished from the essentially free
st

process that is normally implled in most studies. Lee dden

politicel expulsions, such azs that of the Germans from Poland and

Lrish exodus a century earlier to

Britain and Americs, as examples of the former (63). Horris extends
category to the members of household who do not achbively make

5

to move by

removed to their place of settlement, but also the dependents of
certificated migrants, It is for this resson and because one is
largely concerned with labour migration thet the Certificate and

7ot the number of individuals to which it refers, is used in the

subsegquent analysis,
series of control

A

The free flow of migrants is regulated by

sub~systems which include the psychological barrier of inertis

exercised by the familisr wrld, fanlly loyalties and pressures,
camunity values and attibudes, the avallability of economic
opportunities, cosits incurred in finding alitermative housing and
employment, topographical and other physical barriers snd the laws

relating to property, land, inheritance snd in this particular study
{53 P W g 3 5 W 3

to ssttlement or pass laws, The effectivensss of the Law of

£,

Settlement and Hemoval in influencing migraition will be

P

Chapters 5 and 6,

T SRR, X1 . SO Lo,
Higure b identifies one special form of control betw

en two

}.,h

destination, in which distance

given points, the
is invoked ss 2 crucliel factor. Horris beleves that intervening

opportunities are undoubtediy the most important factors for

N

"
.. . . % 1
explaining distance~decay regularities in migration (65). The

ortunities increase with distance but the perceptual

¥

number of o




decreases and becomes fragmented so
much a continuocus surface as an

worlds, In this context Patten

ests that the declining number of long distance apprentice
migrents to Norwlch from Yorkshire in the seventeenth century,

may be attributed to the development of the home ares, as well as
the decline the sast snglian industry (66). Similarly Lawton's
snalysis of population movements in the West Midlands between 1841
end 1861 shows that the Potteries tendsd to be supplied by shori
distance migrents, but had a higher percentage of migrants from

Cheshire, Lencashire and North Walss than the West Midlands ss a

wnole, This patiern also cccurs in Bast W
o

re than the regional percentage of migrants from

The relation between mobility and distance is not direct bub

ses the cunulsted

d
(intervening) opportunities as a function of distance” (68).

o 51

Unfortunately, this does not advance our understanding of the causes

or varisbles assoclated with migration, Like the graviity model,

it is descripiive, subsiituting opportunity for disbance, Willis

)

ron ciroularity in that

p<s

es Stouffer's model as suffering f

in
O

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

o

4 P ™ o . s A ) . ()
(69)., This does not, of course, nvalidate the concept, it only
recognises the difficulty in making it operationsal,

The discussion in this section reveals the need to identify

how information about migration opportuniiies was transmitted 4in the

pericd with which this study is concerned. In Chapter 5 the Poor
Lew date will be reviewed sgainst the centrsl place model to see if

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

oo

would sesem wise to regard short and long distance migranits as

mechanisms end diifering stimuli

responding to differding inf
(70). m%%im*kwcmgjsscfwaﬁ&ﬁaaublﬁawﬁﬂqmmihms
sises the

for three Kentish towns , in the g h

£

o,

role in short distance, ‘betterment

and kinship ties and the malntenan £ rural ti 'Subsistence

migrants' however, relied on a more haphazard network of barns and
victualling nousses, itinerent craftsmen, drovers snd hervesters for
Lnad e e P e Patdmn A atdnerd ahe # T mehd TS F?
their information (71). Patten distinguishes 'undynsmic mobility
from 'dynamic mdgratich t0 emphasise these two different mechanisms

P . .. o e s s P »
(?2}0 Local migration {moazllﬁy; which wuld affect every seittlement



in the urbar hlerarcay, is seen as an extension of the daily and
weekly movement of villagers into the towns where creft industry,
building wrk and iabcmriag opportunities existed, as well as the
markets (73). Similerly, townsfolk who had been country dwellers
returned periodically for harvest, festivals and family meetings (74).

It is only between the lasrger cities that large scele migration

{

would take place and the volume sand length of such movenent can be
expressed as some function of city size (75). Clark characterises
"betterment migration' in pre~industrial England as a constant
intercourse between town and country ranging over & 10 -~ 15 mile
hinterlend (76).  Patten, however, comments on the bias in Clark's

study in using data from small town experience and suggests that the

oy

pattern established for largs towns, in this period, was the direct

lark's hypothesis, that ‘betterment migration! was

]

opposite to

ural to urban and short distance, and that ‘subsistence

‘“A

esgentially 1
migration' was urbsn to urban and long distance (77). It would be
interesting to test these hypotheses in the periocd covered by the

Settlement Laws, but as both Clark and Patten reslise there is =

major difficulty. t arises from the imprecision of occcupationsai

styles and the conseguent problem of defining occupational groups (78).

This typology of ‘betterment-subsistence migration® cast in a ‘*push-

&

R

! framework makes snything more than a ftentative sitatement

hazardous, It may alsc be true that as both these authors were

migration & further bias msy have been introduced

F

=

dealing with urba

into thelr conclusions.

The last mejor feature of the model {Fig, 6) is the relationship
of the migration system to ils wider environment, In one sense, this
has alresady been recognised in sesrching for the complex of economic

and persconal factors which affect individusl decison making, but this

reveals only a one way relationship. It is relevant to ask nobt only

why people moved, but how many did so, Lo where and how far they went

P

from bome; 1t is also necessary to discover the effects these moves
had on the origin, the destinstion and tnhe migrants themselves,

Wrigley's admirsble study of the gymbiotic relationship between London

R Al

and the rest of England in the period 1650-1750 clearly shows how

of the city =zs well

£

migretion plsys a significeant part in the growi
as 1in the social and economic transition of the rest of the coun%zy*(?%}

A systen comprises of macier and energy. In its potential form energy
represents the siimulus acting on the individual,snd in its kinetic

P

form it can be seen as the cost, direction and distance of migration,



and the role the migrent plays as a source of informstion (80).
This exchange of matter and energy bebtwsen the migrstion sysiten and

unctions is cheraclteristic of an open

3«

systen {(81). One of the features of such a system is the growth in

the volume of migra

ion, but also the degree of interacticn between

b

that growth and the constituent paris of the system which brings
ebout chenge in both the system and the environment (82),

therefore, has = direc
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regional communication but will also respond to changes in transport
systems, thereby setting up a whole series of changes in the structure
of the centrzl place sub-system. Hebogunje summarises these reletion-
ships with an analogy fron physical geography

"Just as the flow of water acts as a major scu7ﬁt,f~ng
agent in the ’ys¢ca? of any area in
the flow of person ationj, GL goods end services
(trade and transportation) and of ideas (communicetion)

o

is a Crhblaz agency in sheping the ! »u@aﬁ w@G”f&@bW of a
countyy. More then this thex
in such 'flow phenomena' creates fsrmﬁ {65
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SummaTy, Lt is obvi ions of & total migration

s

o
model go far begyond the investigstion attempted in this thesis.

However, it does provide the nscessary conceptual framework. The

limitations of the Settlement papers prevent all but the simplest

e
i

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

£

descrip

;. .
LI gTat tion ra C@&) petween them.

lexity of the system has
been stressed to guard sgainst any tendency for simple mono~causal

explanations. In didentifying the direction, distance snd destination

is made of these documents To gain swme understanding of the 'sufficlent

attempted is necessary 1o establish both the legsl and socio-economic

it
environments which generated these documents and within which Poor Law

“
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in view, has been principally derived by
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this has caused a further but less immigration

fro gj.y QZ’ znd "EG"‘& ii,:.%c,&'}b di. stricts into those
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dition to offer and meke known ?@n@rg,ém
ties for the profitable eﬁyi vment of labour,
be held to occesion, as it were, a succsssion
waves of populstion pressing after each other
considersble distence and gradually incressing
up to the point of atiraction., Hvery
place of considerable incresse no doubt draws a
portion from longer distances ..... put it is
conceived that the incresse derived from places
comparatively near zS always much greater than

that from a distan
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- man is dntendiy retional snd

He have to make the assumption
though limited in his ability fo perceive, calculate and predic

fect knowledge. However, he is

?MM

i.€, he is constrained by im
gble to differentiste between slternative courses of aciion

according to their relative or expected utility (see Wolpert,
Ops Cite., 161.

Wolpert, loc, cit.

Lee, loc, cit,

Mitchell, J.C. (1959), ‘'The causes of labour migration',

Bulletin of the Inter African Lebour Institute 6, 32, quoted

by Gugler, J. *Theory of rural-urban migrstion', in Jackson,

0p._cCite, 140-2, Mitchell adopts a necessary two stage

xplanation of migration to avoid an over simplistic cause-effect

o

rationale, Beonomic factors appear tc be the 'necessary condition’
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for migration, but thelr presence does not determine that it

will acbuslly take place, Some event, in the personal 1life,
of a migrant is required as a trigger (the 'sufficient condition'),

in this way, Mitchell, separsates the rate and incidence of

lebour migration, 4 complete undsrstanding of the personal

and economic conditions affecting the individual is a necessary
pre-requisite for migration studies, Kitchell states that the
personal factors are, by definition, unigue, and act independently

of the underlying economic conditions which determine the rate of

migration, Gugler admits the value of liitchell's work in pointing

non~economic forces are grouped intc a2 residual category of
personal factors and he dislikes the illogical distinction so
created. Eoonomic forces sre freguently personsl and they may
not be the ‘necessary condibion'. VWhat is required is a view that
the rele of migration is the result of the sgeregate of collective
forces, be they sconanic or not, The incidence of migration,

why one man migrates and another does not, appesr then as
determined by the differentisl impact these collesctive forces
have on different individusls (Gugler, op. cit., 1L2-3),.
Wiiigration is not therefore a direct response to the objective
economic circumstences which might be incorporated, for exsmple,

H

within a normative transportation model® (Wolpert, op. cit., 161).

Mabogunje, 0p. cit., 5 and 11 mskes an interesting point that
e

fi

e people that have actually

4

migration data usually identify tho
moved and falls to investigate the universe of potential migrants.

Migration differentials implicitly indicate a propensity to
migrate, but few studies carry this to its logicsl conclusion.
Teylor, howsver, has developed a typology of migranits and non-

B

migrants in his study of Durham miners (Taylor, op. cit., 108)

A great deal has besn written about the role and nature of mesn

-

ey

information fields in the study of migration. Ses

Higerstrand, (1957) op., cit., 127-132,

Morrill and Pitts, loc, citi.

Nelson, Op. cite., 49-62, in which friends and family provide not
only information but a resl income,

Allen, J.P. (1972), 'Migration fields of French Canadian immigrents
to Southern Maine', Geogrl. Rev., 62y 376.

Lee, op, cit. 54-55.



faxble and Hystuen, op, ¢it., 100-105,

bt
i

gé’i?ﬁé}@ﬁ, O, . Sige, };}9
Porter, op. cit., 322.
Taylor, op, cit., 110-11l, notes that migration runs in some

PR i1

femilies rather than others,

t is imporitant to nobe that these authorities use differin

entify the processes by which information is

ol

terminology to i
gathered, Roseman uses the term 'direct contact space' (p. 590)
and 'activity space' (p. 5$3) to define the area over which
reciprocal movements ocour bétween the nodes of workplace,

shops, places of entertasinment snd friends: vplaces that are
regularly visited over a period of time from the home (centre

of gravity). 'Tadirect contact spsce' is generally beyond t

directly searchable 'activity space' and regquives a different

> = R { ;5
information gathering process (p. 593). Eelga 4 uses 'action
space' as a synonym for mesn information field (p. 163-4) which

encompasses both sesvrch behavicurs identified by Roseman.

Roseman's typology leads to a separation of partial from total
displacement as two forms of movement, The former involves a
change in the centre of gravity, but the location of soms of the
nodes is unchanged, The lstter requires a move 10 a new arsa,

In this study where much of the movement is shown to be local it
could be regarded as partial displacement although it is impossible
to substantiate this idea from the data available.  Actually,
Rosemen would regerd this as a misuse of her cstegories in that

a change of job is not regarded as a key varisble in a partisl
move (p. 594). The relevance of the typology lies in the
probability that ‘indirect contact space’ is less likely to

orovide accursie information snd thus there is a grester likelihood
of disatisfaction with a new srea which results in a further

partial displacement sfter a short interval of time (Roseman,
op. cit., 595). Ananelysis of Poor Law Exeminations might
provide some insight into this mechanism. This would reinforce
the view of liitchell, Hoseman, Jackson and Volpert that migration
profiles are necessary for iscleting migretion processes and

counteracting the view of migratiaﬁ as & sia%ig, once only act,

Bogue, op. cit., 754; Gugl
99 point te the danger of acsepﬁiag a ﬁigfamﬁ*s statment of the

motives behind their migration and the limitations of inferring

37



from them a study of objective strucbural determinants,
H¥gerstrand, (1957) op. cit., 132d&fines two migrant types

based on differing sesrch behaviour, The 'sctive group!

seeks methodically for a suiltable destination guaranteeing

future prosperity, whereas the 'passive groupn' depend on
impulses emanating from persons of acquaintance, mainly those

o hed made a fortunate move. The ‘active group' depends on
'direct activity space' and it is this group which Msbogunje
sees as crucial in migration studies (Mabogunje, op. cit., 13).
It might be atiractive o cast certificated migrents in this

role, but there is no wey in an historical context of distinguishe-

ing the maoner by which potentisal migrants recelved informstion.
There is also a great danger of over-categorissiion, Information
came in & variety of ways to & potential migrant. The major
implication of the differing ssarch behaviours is that long and

short distance movenment be treated as separate phen

<

y

his point is

3

responding to different mechanisms,

migration barrier

el

g:c:

in the ssciion dealing with distance as

7 A
(see page 26 et. seq.).

abogunje, op. cit., 12-13,

Patten, loc. cit.

Allen, op., cit., 368,

Pelham, op. cit., 50,
I
.L%v@, vf}a {;,.i»o, E}?Oc

;..;

Hoseman, op, c¢it., 591. See note 12 above,

Norris, op. cit., 301l. However, Norris is wrong to consider
step~wise moves snd chronle movers in this category of movemsnt.
Following en initial move, a new information field is created by
the migrant from which a further stimulus o move may be generated,
In this sense, it is incorrect to see the first destination as an
intervening opportunity as conceived by Stouffer op, cit., 71,

who uses the concept to predict flows between two poinis given

2 knowledge of the intervening copportunities which are defined

as the total number of migrants from all points residing there

and at the destination. It provides sn alternstive to distance

in a gravity model, S&bs&qu 11y, the concept was re-cast in
terms of competing migranis, The action of s particular

place X, from place 2; will depend, at leas

on how many potentisl migrants are closer to ¥ than are the
P NI N EgES ol
5 at X (Stouffer, (1960) op. cit., 97).
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500-1750 (London : Routledge and Kegan Paul), 139~140, 147-149,
t
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1, m

Clark, P, {1972} "The migrant in Kentish Towns 1580-1840', in
4
1 {

1 e
COwWILE

ds.) Crisis and order in English

151G
en, 0p. cit., 23-24, is well aware of the danger of ovsr

defining these categories,

-t b e 4 o " e N 7y, . e e S
see also Laslevt, P. (1965) The world we have lost (London :

Patiten, op, cit., 9-10. Later Patten categorises settlement

migrents as subsistence migration {(p. 42).

simple model of London's dmporitence in

society and economy 1650~1750! in Urban develop-

ok
ool
i
U
L
&

es : Open University), Unit

De 55 in particular,
See also Fisher, F.J. (1934~5), 'The development of the London

food market li&ﬁmlé&@g,'ECOﬁg Hist, Rev. V, 51.

o 7 "% FTEY 3 T £ 3 b
Tdem{1948), 'The development of London, as a centre of conspicuocus

and seventeenth centuries', Rayal

P

consumption in the sixgsent!

Historical Socieity Transactions 30, 37-50,

Mebogunje, op. cit,, 10s12,

Ibid., 14, This has no specizl significance for this study, but
methodologically it 1s significant in construching a Lobtal

migration model. It illustrates the principle of squifinality
i.e. *The state of the system at any given time is not determined

80 much by initlal conditions, as by the nature of the process

or the systemk parameters, in consegquence the same resulis msy
spring from different origins, or, conversely different results

mey be produced by the same causss, In either case it is ths




studying rursli~urbsn

principle

migration in different parts of the world since there is a

tendency to regard this movement as a speclisl kind different

from elsewhere in the world".  As long as the parameters of

a particular system are recognised, cross-temporsl and cross—
cultural comparisons of the migration process may provide insight
into one particular system, through the examination of ancther

. s ey
system. (see note 25)

Compere Lee's hypothesis I in Apvendix 3,

Mabogunje, op. cit. 15.



"The Law of Settlement wes complicated,
doubtful, absurd ..... in shori the law

was at its most asinine, and its
administration was even WOrSe ..... parishes
had embarked on a game of beggar-my-neighbour®,

he eighteenth

and may be i&@f? ax ©
rs of th facf ol & y'%“‘ﬁgg

the Churchwarden or oversee

to 835‘9&8@16@ of the Peace within forty days after any
such person oy Persons coming to settle as aforesaid in
any Tenement under the yearly value of Ten pounds for

any two Justices of the Peace where any person or persons
that are likely to be charpgesble to the Parish shsll
cone to dnhsabit by thelr warrant fto remove and convey

h persons to such Parish vwhere he or they were last
ally settled as a naiive Householder Sojourner

snt Tor the space of forty days .t the

+t unless he or they give sufficient security for the
charge of the aif.§3rﬂs% to be allowed by the Said
ices" (14 Car. II, C. 12).

It is this provision of the 1662 Act and the spirit it ewbodies

characterises laws sffecting

poor for at least 200 years, Like many lsws of the periocd it 4id not
E 5 F

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

rocotice and to remove defects

to consolidate and codify existing

from the existing law (1). The wanderer had always been looked
uponn with suspicion in English sociely for the association with a

1 T - e LR . e £ . ER. A vz A4
ace had been a vital component of the protection and responsibil

of a feudal society. The breskdown of that soclal system, ithe

S =toic]

not only cresisd an army of wandsring beggars and footpads,but an
increased movement of honest lasbour. The over-riding fesr of socisl

disorder wes enbodled in the severity of the Vagrancy Laws, As

early as 1388 provision was made for the removel of vagrants (2) and
in 1547 this principle was applied fo the infirm (3). The problem
became greaster rather than less in the sixteenth century, AB

=



population increased, private charity begsme inadequate in the

vy
@

emergin g FProtestent state gnd the engrossment and enclosure of th

ber of landless peasants,. The economic

vy

land incressed the

i

fluctuations in an economy over dependent upon the production o

grain and wool, the inflation of the late sixteenth century, the
seasonal nature of much employment, bad harvests, low productivity
and income conspired to ensure poverty as the normal condition of
the majority of the population and crested conditions where ¥lsbour

a likely concomitfant of imvoluntary under.

mobility i

/ . - . . . X
(i)  The removal of vagrsnts and the infirm feature

century (5). An
irects

¥

£

{(6) was 4
+

vendent nd unoffending
o amy localily or prevented

e
o
s thelr interests or inclinations

lowever, the harassment of the early seventeenth
enshrined in the Act of 1662, It was to be a law

of
than one of settlement, From that date until 1795 (8)

& newcomer was llable 1o removael even on suspicion of becoming s
burden to the poor rate of the parish in which he had chosen to live,

o N . - - N . B - o don LA PPN
uniess he carried a Bond of Indemnity or lster a Certificate (5

which acknowledged the

e
¥
e}
[
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&
4]
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s
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rrant was usually grented as a

chargeable, The belief that "a

s - ez g - - 4 1oy o3 - 7oA =
© too sweesping as 1t wes noymal for an

4

respons

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

expedient of LU days residence, The
need to be viewed against a rent of £1 a year for a labourer's cottage

and £2 - £3 for that of a mechanic or

should be viewed against the zeal of overseers whose responsibility



vy to prevent the

- o .
al ol a newoconer

Q

L
amendments (14) gave the superf

rories by which a2 settlemen

in faelt, specification meant a narrowing of the conditions, so tThat
71

: : PO SN <4 3
it became increasingly

. o £ -
residence (15). Adpson

"stringency of the sett
omprehensihle when view
attitude towsrds stranger

Ck
ke
fede b
b
4

s in gsneral, T
. aysten which confined the right o c&zwy‘cn a

T gde to the freeman of & borough, served as a praciical
bar to settlement in the borough® (16).

25

Ouley is much too in believing that this Act was a fair

o : 3

S 2 S b 5 o et e
C{}m’g;?’“fﬁll&% peTween Te 1nterast or the towns

The logical ocutcome of a situation of increasing difficulty in
scquiring a settlement and the sexistence of wide powers of removal
was a staunching of the flow of migrants to such an extent tha

parlismentary interference was required,

uch as many poor Persons chargeable to the Parish
Townsh or Flace where they live meerly Tor want of work
would in any other place where sufficient Imployment is to
be had meintaine themselves and femilies without being

LALL

YEoresam

vurthensome to any Parish «gwﬁsh ro or Flace bul not being
abie fo ggve such security as will or msy be expscted and
reguirred upon uhaﬁﬂ cs&iﬁq to settle themselvss in any

s that have been usuzlly

other place and the Certificate
given in such cases haviﬁg been often times construed into
notlice in Handwriting they are for the most part confined i«
live in their owne P rishes T i r Places and not

8
B - ER ey A RS B e e
gezﬁwuwe& to inhabiti elsewhers though thelr lsbour is

4

S

A

g

&
-
)

other Places wher Inoerease of Manufactures
n0re hendes. Fe it therefore enscied ...s0
if any Person or Persons whatsoever that from and after (1
¥ 169{) shall come into any Parish or any other Place there
te inhsbitt and reside shall at the same time procure bring
znd deliver to the Church wardens snd Q verssers of the Poor
Gf the Parish or Place where any such §ey50ﬁ shall come to
EA?g or to any or e Qf them. a cerdificate under
and Seales © Church werdens and Overseers of
he Poor of any other ¥%ris T ] “1 5 or the major

T or under the Handes and Seale the Gv&zSe~
2o £ eny other FPlaces Wh@ze there i
atte e&.%esmgayéveiv Qj 1 O Or more cgeé“ale witn

or Perscns
éaai or lnhal

such C&fﬁliicofe
Lare of the Justices
sawﬁs B ra&gﬁ or Town Corporate




z@e&ca any such Certificate
hall é%lwue the salid Farish or Flace
ide for the Person mentioned in the said
with his oxr her Fa ,&&f as Inhsbitantes
*hav shall h d%fgeﬁ to becons

5
& o
b Fy

MR i

[
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ob ob B
}E

charg sk Helief of the Parish Township
or Pl te was given anf then and not
befo &a4ma§ be ? awfull

for any such Person and his
or her children though borme in that Parish not having cotherwise
acguired & legal settlement thers to be removed conveved and

el

L)
sazéleé.iﬁ the Parish or FPlace from whence such Certificste
was brought” 8 and 9 Willism ITI, C. 30 (1697).

L1 I 5 s

The Certificete was "an attempt to meet, tho in & very hesitant
and restricted way, the growing demand for mdbiiity and labour® (18),
Their importance in the administration of the systen ralsed the
ironic comment from Adam Smith thet "certificates ought alway
required by the parish where any poor men comes to reside, and they

ought very seldom to be granted by thet which he proposed to lesve

(20), Similarly Removal Orders contain this internal inconsistency
of objectives, that is, a settled poor znd a mobile labour forcs (2}

It has alre been suggested that the Law had sdversely influsnced
migration, in whichazse,it is reasonable to hypothesise, as Pelham
has done, that its amendment in 1697 had the effect of increasing

* s, P y < e b £ el if/ h H x = % %
coming from further aﬁ;&is,32£}a This is one hypothesis

Its corcllary is

of 1795 @ﬁish<§r€veﬁéeﬁ4a removel unless the migrant

::'%
0.

was shown to be actually charg hie, would further encourage mobilif;

The 1834 Poor Law Amendment iAct might be regarded as the singl
most importent act of the nineteenth century in this field of social
legislation. However, it did not significantly affect that part of

w related to setitlement snd removal. The mriticulsr evil i3

zet out to curbk, that of cuit-~door reliefl, grew unsbaled. Un Lady
Day 15&93 52,249 persons were recelving noneresident reliefl {25.
inions of had been crested by the 1834 Act, but the unit of

settlement and the cost of supporting the poor 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 encoursage a greater circulation of labour, an Act was passed in
1846 which was to stop the system of out~door relief to the non-

.

esident poor who would now be subjected to a Hemoval Order or ths

"S

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

chargeable through temporary sickness or infirmity, wes in the first



year of widowhood or had resided for five years previously in
in the parish without seeking velief, then that person could not

be removed nor could a warrant be issued for that purpose (2i).

maintensnce would fall on the parish of residence

)

The cost o
and as the Law was thought by the Poor Lew Board not to be
rebrospective in relation to those who had been in ipt of

relief before the Act, the 'open' parishes fa crises

in supporting the extra poor, which had until 2t bime, received
non~resident reliel from thelr place of legsl No

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

be]

after a useful 1life in an urban parish undervinned this clause,

5

Subssquently, the courts declded that the Act should be retrospsctive
and as a consegquence a flood of applicants,who would have previously

in the towns and their costs soarsd,
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Peared removal,s

It also exacerbated the of asccommodation in rursl areas where,

Fl

in certain circumstances landlords could control the availability of
accommodation in !close'parishes (25). 1t invited the expulsion of

migrents with less than {ive years residence and those who had received non-

resident relief in the same period. Within e year another Act was ¢
passed 10 counteract these unexpeched outcomes of the first, The

e
Unions and not the parishes, would bear the financial responsibility

- At s o e ot s =] i ] o i, P o . - L L e
for the wandering poor and those who had sought temporary non~resident

been exempt from removal under the five year rule {26)., The discontent
with the evils of the Settlement Laws led to a Select Commititee Report
in 1847, Chedwick, one of the major protagonists for reform,

=

re~iterated much of the evidence he had given to the Hoyal Commission

in 1833 on the effects of the ‘'close! ishes preventing migration,

essentisl short

g and union

neasurew untlil such time as the concsept
ed. (27).  In 1848 a further Act confirmed

and extended the finsncial 1liability of the union to the wandsring

who were irremoveable under the 3

~

were made to the Poor Law Board in

of the settlement svsten were

4

1865 reduced the

exhaustively exposed. Further Acts in 1861

this 4ot which marks the end
instituted in 1662, (30).  The

described in the followin
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and Aemoval for migration studises,

The introduction to this thesis suggested thai, in the period

before the nineteenth century Censuses, the documenis relating o

she administration of the Law of Settlement and Removal provide a

largely untapped, but significant source for the study of population

movenent, In %this section the potentizl velue of the threes main

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

removel rather than settlement, The stringency of iis measures was

such that it was thought necessary in 1697 to make a major modification

temporary and largely seasonal movement of married men without their
families, These Certificetes differed from the Bonds of Indemity

preceding period (32). The Bonds had

P { 4
to 'save s parish harmless'(33), but the
ike the £10 residential qualification

1

t after 1662, wes beyond the means of most

4

of society In 1712 Hatthew Lles who was legally settled in

e
L

4

Wiltshire, therefore used his broadioom as surety o the

Hampson notes that, if the temporary

were designed to counieract the unsqual

¢ hardship thatiunemployment would bring

county like

T8

codifies.  Under iﬁ,%&&eefs of Certificates could not be removed

from the parish in which they chose Lo yeside until they asctually

contrasted with the

prosperous artisan and tradesman

no standard format bub normally
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parish of sstilement, the parisk which residence was desired and
4] cependents, age and occupationwere
Bariy Certificates were often addressed
to all Christian people', but after
i & fors a contract specific to the
two named parishes (Appendix 1.1) (L0}, it was clesrly in the
interests of potential migrants to cbtain a Certificate if fear
of removal was a dominent comsideration. Parishes, however, were
under no obligation 0 provide them,

- £ I
people moved without carrying one (4l

= collection of documents survive it

of the number issusd and of total movemen
The few studies of these documentis suggest that the greatest
- = - . ” 5
nurber are to be the mid eighteenth century (42). Table

1 shows that this is true of Gloucestershire,though a secondary peak

ocours during the first twenty years of the century, One would expect

that more recent documentis are more likely to survive but the verying

1

) e s gn b oM b £ T
The parlisn cnest adcd To Lne

o
i

ttitudes of the clergy as cusi
chance factors which guard a mple supposition. The

survival rate of Gertificstes is very uneven, In Gloucestershire

average of ve,
annual average of

lysis of 6,500 Bssex

nging from one in some

eshire

parishes to five in others §%4§u Hempsons work in Cembri

puts the survivsl our {é@i. Thomas estimstes

that a county town : waily, a textile town

yvears (45). Pelhan'

armusl aver

urbar

oroer from that associ

towns like Stroud or rural Gloucestershire parishes such as Badgworth

several guastions which may saf
r migration studies. Firstly, the

of unkniown

they were
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tal 11y found on the
Certificates. Ocecasionally, the motive for migretion is stated
providing a salutary reminder of the 1 the
migretion process, The survival of & ter-

shire is even more varisble than that

has a particularly good collection of

1oonly 13,

or Hemoval

siue 1f they csn be maiched with the

pieture of Poor Lew migration.

Removal Orders. it is this group of documents which Coode regarded

as the oubward signs of ¥the most effectusl and extensive invasion of

i

since

the rights of Englisimen which hed ever been

[XN
o
i
W

(59). 3ince Removal Orders were an innovation in 1662,

n
their extension to include the able-bodied working man, who might

from the retes, which was new, Two copies wers
issued, one for each of the parishes involved in the forced migration

and in detail closely resemble the Certificate (4ppendix 1.3), In

*w

the Order had been exscuted or the resson such as illness or advanced
} v which had resulted in its temporsyy suspension The
pregrancy wWhlcn nad resulie i 4TS EHDOTrary SUSpeEnsiol. A8
gxistence of the two doouments, the original snd its copy, creates
both ‘'removals from' and ‘removals to', the former normally ocourring

in
tot,

these groups occur less fre

beliesves Il

4

¢ and Oxfordshire had been

3,304 Removal

o Ty 4 s L T Tele
Oxley draws on 226 Certifi 529 Hemovel Orders fox

Lencaghire present study enslyses

cestershire (65).

nd 2,864 Removal Orders in

ill-contrived law of settlenent®

literally then far more substantis
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eveyy farm labourer in Sc¢
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Coode's anzliysis of returns
e
igssued alfecting

Orders annually for every parish (69). Thomas calculates an annual

frequency rate of 3~4 in the textile towns, but 1 every 3 or 4 years

in rural parishes (70). Body derives a rate of one every two years
in Dorset between 1760 and iéﬁ@.{?i}a In Gloucestershire, the rate
is less then though this is based on those 28 parishes

r all parishes the

lower. The sbsence of Removal Orders in

be due to chance faclors, but parcchial attitudes
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any one Parisl
v also be seen here. There

Certificates, m

as in ths issui
may well be an inbullt blas agsinst the smaller, less prosperocus rural
parish,.

Inddvidually each Removel Order cen be regarded as a personal
migration failure, but in aggregate,the existence of large numbers
at particular times,may indicate a period of economic difficulty.

e the Gloucestersihire cloth pasrishes the periocds
1771=80 and 1826-35 were periods of sconomic crisis. Thomas' work on
the declining textile regioms of Zast Anglis, Berkshire and fluctusting
prosperity of the East London silk industry, supporis the view th

oincide with periods of economic depression {(72).

found in Hampson's study of Cembridgeshire Quarter
Session papers in which the volume of asppeals sgainst removal doubled

inn the decade following the Hapoleonic wars {?5}, Body, however 1s

more circumspect his analysis of the remova
Dorset towns in the periocd 1815-3L. He noiss

rgeability and not mobs

Py N R
Urders as economlc indicators will be

5. It ds alsoc §O$$iézﬁ to emyhasise

throw more lignt on soclal history than on the his
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elected parishes in Gloucestetshire, Newark and Birmingham.
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Table 2

Removal Orders 'fram' selected parishes in the Gloucestershire woollen cloth manufacturing region,

+ O
AR SR RE e ReRR R Rg PR
§$E\£S%RRRS‘83\3S\£R%33T\%$\\SQ

— ;
Bisley 1 3 4L 3 110 1010 2 4 2 1 6 12
Painswick 1 53354 361 316 71 7 9 L1219
Stonehouse 1 1 1 11 6 2- 3 4 5 6
Stroud 1 4 1 4 2 1 6 6 L 3 1 4 4 9 1L
Cam 1 1 1 1l 5
Dursley 1 2 5 3 4 6 2211710 3 13 22
Hawkesbury 2 4 2 3 1 1 2 2 1 3

Kingswood 1 1 3 2 7 7 4 2

North Nibley 1 2 1 1 411 4 5 3 610
Total 1 1 1 9 5 713 lj 13 8 17 23 16 50 32 58 L2 LO 23 53 91

+ 1696-1700 split at April 30th 1697 and 1791-1795 split at June 22nd 1795.

+

Q

S
S0 & 8
NS
N~ 0 O o O\
9 6 512 5
2y 812 4 1
2 4L 7 6 3
bo21 8 L
2 5 5
921 7 9 9
1 3 7 2 5
2 4 1 1
9 8 3 2 1

60 54 59 49 34
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Table 2 continued
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Bisley 2 1 2
Painswick 6
Stonehouse L 6 3
Stroud 2 8 3
Coam 2 2 2
Dursley 6 5 6
Hawicesbury L1 B
Eingswood 3 3 L
North Nibley oL

Total 2% 30 35
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Fig.7 ECONOMIC REGIONS OF ENGLAND AND WALES
IN THE 18" CENTURY. [by county]
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Fig.9 ARABLE LAND IN GLOUCESTERSHIRE (1801
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Fig 10

CROP COMBINATION REGIONS

IN GLOUCESTERSHIRE (1801
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Fig.13 GLOUCESTERSHIRE ECONOMIC REGIONS (1801

1 Oxford Clay Vale
2a North Cotswolds
2b South Wolds

3a Vale of Tewkesbury
3b Vale ot Gloucester
3cVale of Berkeley

3d Over-Severn

4L Forest of Dean

5 South Glos Coulfizld
éa Northern Cloth Region
6b Southern Clofh Region
7a Cheltenham

7b Gloucester

7¢ Bristol's Suburbs

see A%pendlx 15 for
parish names
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Vale of Tewkesbury are dominated by them. The Vale of Gloucester,
the coalfields and the cloth regions are the least affected areas.
Here Holderness' caveat that ownership does not necessarily result
in a restrictive population policy needs reiteration, Ovwnership
of a parish is obviously significant in relation to the power to
create 'close' communities, though power does not necessarily mean an
inclination to wield it in this particular way, Using this critericn
of limited ownership one would inevitaebly include places in which ths
supply of resident wage labour was adequate. Holderness argues that
g meeningful definition 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).
Holderness thus draws on the statistical appendices of the 1850
reports (95))which reveal a very limited correspondence between
concentrations of land ownership and insdequate labour supply and
from which he derives & simple surrogate index of acres per house to
identify this lebour shortage (96). Holderness' argument hinges on
a direct relationship between low population density and a shortage
of labour. Figure 15 uses this index for the 1841 Census to identify
'close' parishes in Gloucestershire.

The relationship of the *close' parishes defined by Holderness
to those defined by Mills is close, though the former is more restric—
tive. In fact, 56 percent of =zll those parishes in which more than

90 percent of the land was owned by one person exceeded the threshold
figure of 40 acres per house. Almost without exception those parishes
exceeding the threshold are defined as 'close' by Mills (97).
Holderness' own estimates for the Vale of Severn (Table 3 is more
conservative than the number shown in Figure 15, though the latter
is derived from his index. Holderness does not identify particular
parishes or townships, nor does he define the Vale of Severn, so that
the reletionship between Figure 15 and Table 3 remains imprecise (98).
Nevertheless, the dominance of *close! parishes in the Cotswolds is
clear. Holderness'® approach identifies those parishes most likely
to be affected by accommodation and labour shorfages but he suggests
thet the 'open'/'close' typology in the context of‘/§0§%§i§§z%ution
is misleading. Outside some exceptional regions of England where
the meldistribution was severe the parish which housed its own
labourers wes almost certainly the commonest type of community (99).

The difficulty in defining cleerly the ‘close' parish using

the criteris used by both authorities is seen 1if Fraser's report

86






Table 3

‘Close!

parishes in the Vele of Devern

and the Cotswolds in the Nineteenth Cenlbury

A B G iy B ¥
no, of av. no of  av. pop no. of % of 211 av. pop.
Hegion townships acres per  growth townships tomwnship growth
house 180 =il O80T -4
ale of Severn 87 16.53 53%.5 9 10.3 15,6
Cotswolds (Glos.) 199 15.1 37.7 56 28,1 22,8
+ Column G gives the number of sacres per house used as the demarcation line between 'close!

end others, and (in parenthesis) the number of places in each region beyond that line.

All townships

'Close! townships

(from Holderness 135)

G

acres per
housge e

40(7)

40(55)

parishes
The difference

between the numbers in column D and Column G was supplied from using information from other than census data.

The other datae are the 1850 and 1867 reports, L.P.P. 1850, XXVII and B.P.P, 1867, XVII (100},

directories end the poor rates,

contemporary

g9
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It falls outside the period encompassed by this thesis and there are

no land tax assessments aveilsble against which Fraser's comments on
lebour shortage can be judged.Such comments do not cover the whole county
and do not always give a clear picture of the degree of control of
landownership, though from his investigation Frasecr does meke precise
statements about lsbour needs and the presence of seasonal and permanent
labour shortages (101). South Cerney, though not a market town,

exhibits the relationship with the adjacent parishes which is typical

of the effects the Poor Law had on lsbour movement. "Tt is an ‘'open'
parish and its population has been in great measure driven into it from
the surrounding ‘'‘close’ parishes™.,  Labourers travelled daily into
Bharncote, Somerford Keynes, Siddington, Preston, Harnhill, Driffield,
Latton, Down Ampney, Kemble and Ashton Keynes (102). A visual
comparison of Figures 1L, 15 and 16 isweak. There is only one case

of inadequate labour supply in a parish in which there were many
landholders, but this may reflect the apparent difficulty of persuading
the squatters of Maey Hill, in Taynton, to accept regular employment (103).
The relationship between labour shortage 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 century was sensitive
to the fear of depopulation. HEarly enclosure and, more recently,
engrossment in the Vele had led to the migkation of young people to
the more prospercus market towns and hill country. In particular
he notes instances of the pulling down of cottages by landlords (104).
Two parishes in ths northern pert of the Vale might be categorised
as 'close' though Rudder did not actuslly use this term. Aston-sub-
Edge had suffered engrossment, "In 1751 there were 31 households
and 80 inhebitants, but the lends are now let into four farms which
made seven before enclosing", (1771) (105) "and at this time there
are only 20 households and 63 inhabitants" (106). In CliffordChambers
"Several cottages have been taken down during the last century" (107).
Both these parishes fall below Holderness' threshold, but exhibit
low population densities and stagnating or declining populations
compared with their neighbours., Oxenton to the east of Tewkesbury
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) (108), which is not in keeping with its growth rate at
any time during the eighteenth century or with its slight absolute

decline between 1811 and 1841, It just fails to meet Holderness'
threshold figure but behaves very much like its neighbours, Woolstone,
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Alstone, Little Washbourne and Stanley Pontlerge, which all 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, which has obliged the poorest
sort of people to remove to other places” (109)., If Atkyns is to
be trusted, this resulted in a decrease in population of 20 percent
since the early eighteenth century, The parish was certainly less
densely populated than the neighbouring cloth parishes or those of
the Vale in 1841. On the Cotswolds, Rudder observes in Beverstone
thet "the late dilapidation of cottages hath driven many younger
people out of the parish to which the decrease of inhabitants ought
to be attributed" (110). Beverstone was not enclosed until 1803
(lll) and its population only increased by 0,3 percent per annum

in the period 1811-1841, It may be significant that it was the
neighbour of Tetbury, from which an adequate supply of labour could
be acquired, though there is no proof of this symbiotic relationship.
Similerly, Hudder notes that nearby Lasborough had only three houses
(112). Two other Cotswold parishes were identified by Rudder as
having very low populations. Eyford had just "25 souls" (113) and
Stowell had only the Manor House (114). 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 anomaly). ;

Summary. An examination of the distribution of population in
Gloucestershire, at this time, must consider not only economic and
physical factors, but those related to the operation of the Poor Lews
at the parochial level. In this context, Holderness' emphasis on
labour requirements may prove to be of more value than Mills 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
regionsidentified the growth of individual perishes will depend on
the complex inter-relationship of individual landlords, the pace and
nature of enclosure, soll type, land use, farm size, the relative
location of pasrishes to through routes and neighbouring parishes

and the range of economic activity that is potentially available.
However, the concentration of 'close' parishes in the Cotswolds
identified by both Holderness and ¥ills suggests that in the subsequent
section this area might be regarded as an 'exceptional region' in

that parishes are not lsbour self-sufficient (see page 86).



In consequence, the pattern and volume of Settlement Certificstes
should reflect the particular distribution and relationship of ‘'open!

and ‘close' parishes.

Il, Population

A = Gloucestershire ig its national setting. In the pre-census period,

the researcher is faced with major difficulties in meking reliable
estimates of population. DMuster rolls, tax lists, the periodic lists
of communicants, recusants and dissenters and the Anglican Parish
Registers are all useful; but each has merked and well documented
deficiences (115). A full discussion of these is beyond the scope
of this thesis,

The mechanism and precise level of population growth is still
a matber of resesrch but there is an acceptance of general national
trends for the late seventeenth and eighteenth centuries (116). The
period up to 1740-60 was one of stagnation, but from mid-century the
trend became one of sustained increase. Gonner in 1913 had identified

the elements of this pattern (117).

Lable 4
Population growth in ZEnglsnd and Wales

date population
170G 5,518,613
1750 5,733,132
1801 8,345,519
1851 16,915,825

(from Gommer)

This growkh was accompaned by a re-orientation of {the national economy
that has led to the eighteenth century being regarded as the 'iAge of
Transition' (118), by which a pre-industrial agrarian society was
transformed to an urban, industrisl society before the end of Victoria's
reigiy (119). The role of migration in this process of population
redistribution is seen as critical by Deane and Cole who estimate

that the net volume of internal migration probably doubled in volume
between the first decade of the eighteenth century and a hundred years

later. The volume differed very little between the two halves of the
eighteenth century, despite the very different rates of national



population growth (120), These findings would support one of Lee's
hypotheses that unless checks are imposed, both the volume and rate

of migration tend to increase over time (121) (see Appendix 3, hypothesis
I.e),

At the begimning of the eighteenth century, the main axis of
population distribution was orientated from East Anglia to Devon.
London dominated the economic and population geography of the country.

The city system exhibited a sirongly 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 percent of England's population in the
mid seventeenth century and 10 percent at the beginning of the nine-
teenth (122), This growth cannot be attributed to natural increase
in London 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; 1in ebsolute terms it was probably maintained and may have
increased (123). Wrigley estimates that during the period 1650-1750
one adult in six in England had direct experience of London life (124).
The dominance of southern England in the eighteenth century was not
only a function of its agriculturel prosperity and the commercial
development of its market ftowns and ports, but the reflection of
widely spread rural menufacturing activity, in particular the textile
areas of Bast Anglia, Oxfordshire 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 groups. 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 growkh
of the two categories was minute., The industrial/cammercial counties,
wnich included Northumberland and Durham, Lancashire and the West Riding
of Yorkshire, Staffordshire and Werwickshire, Kent, Surrey and Middlesex
and Gloucester grew by 15 percent in this period, when the national
growth was but a third of this figure (126). 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 century, up to 1781, the agricultural counties increased
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their population almost as fast as the industrial/commercial counties
(128).  After 1781, the gep between the latter group and the rest of
the country widened (129). 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 what was really happening in the rest of the country
(Appendix 4). Whereas the growth rates of the metropolitan area of
Bristol to the rest of the county was 1:33.7 in 1701, by 1851 this
had been reduced to l:Z.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
veriocd, The destruction of Poor Law documents in Bristol during
the 1939-45 war therefore, represents a major loss of data for this

thesis.

B -~ Contemporary Viewpoints of Gloucestershire Population. The

general topegraphical descriptions of such inveterate travellers as
Defoe or Young (130) 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 century is nat
clear, The figures he produces are clearly rounded estimates which
Rudder revises by reference to the Parish Registers for the period 1700«
1709, The 1760-1769 registers help him to identify and explain
significant chenges in population since the earlier part of the century.
He produces a total figure for sach parish and sometimes s fipgure for
the number of households, It is, of course, impossible to check the
accuracy of these estimates, except ageinst the Registers whose
weaknesses have already been noted, The most glaring anomalies may
be apparent when 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 plcture of the distribution of
population at a given time, rather thanprovide accurate bench marks
from which demographic indices can be interpolated, then their
inaccuracies are less significant and may be regarded as random in
their occurrence (132).

Two maps are constructed from Rudder's data, The first, Figure
17, mirrors 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 strictly outside the county (133). Its
population probably excesded 25,000 and with its suburbs stretching



Fig17 POPULATION DENSITY IN GLOUCESTERSHIRE C1771 [Gf’rer Rudder]
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into the coalfield to the east and to the new spa at Clifton in

the west, the metropolitan areasmust have had a population of at
least 50,000 at this time (Figure 18). By comparison,Gloucester
had just over 5,000 people. Figure 17 reveals the local peaking

of densities where market towns existed, but only Tewkesbury,
Cirencester and Tetbury had more than 3,000 peonle, The main
concentrations of population are in the two cloth areas centred on
Stroud and Dursley, though, the former was in absolute terms 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).
However, some elements of the peripheral nature of the developments
in the Forest are represented. Similarly, the differences that
existed betwsen the Vale and the Cotswolds are not revealed, The
enclosed, smaller farm units of the former area which provided the
Bristol, Gloucester, and cloth-meking parishes with dairy products
carried a great density of population than the Cotswolds with its
larger farms (135) and greater amounts of open field and common
pasture, lMarshall was obviously somewhat surprised that the
"labourers are remarksbly numercus for the nature of the country"™ (136),
when passing through the Cotswolds, but the pace of enclosure he had
already 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 Cotswolds than in the two cloth
regions (see below). Figure 17 shows a pattern of population densities
very similar to that which existed at the begimnming of the eighteenth
century.

The second map (Figure 19) derived from Rudder, reflects both
the guantitative and qualitative changes in population that had occurred
since Atkyn's study. It is tempting to regard these as the major
changes, but a comparison of those parishes which 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 discrepancies, Firstly, the
statistics presented by both commentators are, at best, estimates,
Secondly, it was only the most recent significant changes that waild
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-based evidence which pauses on major changes and
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qualitative statements that hide the whole range of such changes.

This figure also shows those parishes which, on the basis of Atkyn's
and Rudder's estimates, actually declined in population. If these

are compared with Rudder's qualitative statements then the correspondence
is much higher.  However, all of this may be an over-rationalisation
of the reality that Rudder perceived and his comments may reflect the
inadequacies of Atkyn's work rather than any significant population
movements. It may be prudent to treat this map with caution and

only attach importance to those parishes to which Rudder adds further
qualifying detail, In particular, reference is occasionally made

to engrossment and to the delapidation of cottages (137). The decline
in population at Mickleton is attributed to conversion of the land to
pasture which required fewer hands (138), though the enclosure of the
downs and common fields in Cold Salperton had the opposite effect (139).
Attention is drawn also to the low-lying lands of Arlingham and Awre

as unhealthy 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 jonly an intensification
accompanying the rapid growth of population in the later decades of the
eighteenth century Fig. 18) (141). 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 Somerset countryside and the Avon
Gorge, Cheltenham benefiited 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 merket town (143), yet by
the twm 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 Severm the new coke
furnace iron industry and a prosperous coal industry led to a sig-
nificant influx of people especially in the core area of the Forest (145).

Although 1841 does not represent the peak of population expansion
in the county, Figure 18 shows that it does mark the period when,for
meny parts,population growth began to stagnate or even decline.

Because of changes in the content of that Census and the arrival of
civil registration, 1841 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 St. Mary and South Hamlet, but

it was Cheltenham and the adjacent parishes of Charlton Kings and ~
Leckhampton that formed the other major growth area (Appendix L4).

"The High Street in Chelfenham is in fact a portion of Bond Street
transformed into the county for the convenience of those who like to
have the cholcest part of London removed elsewhere in the summer months®
(147). This brash ‘candy floss' society was encapsulated in the wit
of a contemporary who saw Cheltenham like "Attica in Architecture and
Boeotia in mﬁerstanéing” (148). By 1841, Cheltenham was no longer
the hub of fasﬂic«n and its growth could only be sustained by becoming
a sedate,residential provincial town. The 8troud 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 "an industrialsed countryside or rather a countryside in the
course of becoming industrialised" (149). The 1841 Census was the
first in which the two cloth 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 1830's was to continue throughout the next decade 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's and 1870's,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
valley caused a temporary stagnation in the development of South
Gloucestershire (150). In 1851, only 85 workers were recorded in this
industry in the Bitton area (registration district 327) and 344 in
Bristol and its suburbs (registration district 329 and 330) (151).

In addition, the decline of the old felt~hat making industry in
Frampion Cotterell also adversely affected the growth rate of this
ares (152).

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 populstion chenge between 1841 and 1851,
This is set out for the county in Appendix 6 and summarised in Figure
21. The actual volume or direction of migration cannot be isolated

only the net flow in any one district. The intra=urbsn 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 Dean were the only
other areas of net in-movement. The rest of the county was losing
population by cut-migration, Losses were particularly heavy from

the southern portion of the South Gloucestershire Coalfield, the two
cloth making regions and the agricultural areas of the Cotswolds and
Severn Vale. One would expect that Hemoval Orders from these areas
would be heavy, but the orientation and velume of voluntary ocut-migration
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 Populstion Distribution and Growth, Holcerness

and Mills suggest that two of the major population characteristics of
'close' parishes are their slow growbth rate and a low total population, re-
flected in low populsation density., It is easy to find parishes such
as Staunton in the Forest of Dean which have a below average density
of population and a slower gré%h rate, but equally easy to identify
Flexley and Bleison as 'close' parishes where population growth is
unhindered, Similerly, Pairford, Frampton-onSevern, South Hamlet
(nezr Gloucester) and Leckhampton are 'close' parishes, but have growth
exceeding the regicnal average, in the periocd 1811-1841. In the Soukh
Gloucestershire Coalfield, Stoke Gifford, Rangewrthy and Cromhall
are 'close' parishes (after Mills) showing inter-censal changes of
population of 5.2 percent (1811-41) and 0.7 percent (1841-51), whereas
the rest of the region had changes of 15.14 percent and 1.6 percent
respectively. This could be taken as evidence of a restrictive
population policy, but none of the three parishes have markedly low
population densities and their poorer growth may reflect a postion
peripheral to the main coal bearing seams, In the cloth region, the
'close' parishes of Leocnard Stanley, Pitchcombe and Miserdine show
a 10.2 percent growth in populstion between 1811 and 1841, whereas the
regional average was 13%.21 percent, though their population loss in the
1841-51 period was far greater, (- 8.0 percent and - 3.14 percent
respectively). The difference should not be attributed to the con=
centration of landownership, but the concentration of the main manu-
facturing units away from the peripheral side vaelleys and upper Frane
valley.  Actually, Leonard Stenley, situated along the core axis
of the Frome, exhibited a growth rate second only to Stroud in this
region between 1811 and 1841 and a very low percentage loss in the
following decade (- 1.5 percent).

If lendownership did exercise the powsr to restrict residence

in the mechanistic fashion Mills proposes, then one would expect that
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in the north Cotswolds where the majority of parishes are 'close:

a striking difference in growth characterstics compared with the
‘open' parishes in the same region. Taeble 5 identifies the ‘open!
parishes and shows that there was little difference in growth be-
tween the two types of parish between 1811 and 1841 but the stagnation
between 1841 and 1851 did widen the rate of growth. It was decided
to examine this generalisation further by assuming that the effect
would be most noticeable where landownership was most highly cone
centrated. An arbifrary threshold of 90 percent of the land being
held in one hand is used to identify this sub-group of 'close' parishes
(Table 6). Between 1811 and 1841 only Stoke Gifford and Great
Badminton did not exhibit a growth less than that of the region in
which they were situsted and only Tortworth and Stoke Gifford
exceeded their regional growth between 1841 and 1851,  However, there
appears to be a marked difference between absentée landlord parishes
and squire parishes, the latter exhibiting characteristics not unlike
the 'open' parishes in the period 1811-1841, It was only in the
more economically difficult period of the 1840%'%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 inhsbitants were those with at least 50 percent of the
lend owned by one person. Appendix 4 and Figure 15 identify those
perishes which Holderness regards as 'close®, By definition, they
show low average population densities, Of the 61 townships and
parishes thus defined, only Stanway exceeded 400 population but 26
had <100 inhsbitants. Table 7 summerises the growth rates of these
‘close" parishes in relation to regional populsation 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 dise
similer from that in Tables 5 and 6 though their slightly lower growth
rate would reflect the small total populations involved. Only more
detailed anslysis of age specific fertility rates could possibly

reveal the influence of such a factor,.

Summary. It is now clear that during the period with which this
thesis is concerned, population movements in Gloucestershire tend to
fall into two clear patterns, For much of the period, including
the early decades of the nineteenth century Gloucestershire cen be

regarded as a county of 'absorption' (153), However, the second
gquarter of that century marks its chenge to one of ‘dispersion'.
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Table 5
'Open' Parishes in the North Cotswolds (after 1ills)
Population Chenge 1811-41 and 1841-51,
) ) Percentage dec.chang
Parish/Townshiy 1811 1841 1851 1811-41 1841-51
Bledington 326 254 391 2.9 10.5
Bourton on the Water 663 94,3 1040 1.1 10,3
Brimpsfield 320 417 L3 10.1 6.5
Broadwel 262 L5 386 Tole 12.5
Chedworth 896 583 963 3.2 ~2.0
Cirencester L5L0 601 6096 10.8 Lok
Coates 259 373 LO0 1h.7 /o2
Guiting Power 613 672 650 3.2 2.7
Moreton in the Marsh 628 1305 151z 15.0 1205
Horthleach 64,7 939 931 15.0 =069
Oddington L1z 525 545 9.1 4.8
Stow on the Wold 1188 1465 1515 7.6 Saly
Turkdean 164 2h6 278 16.7 13,0
Westcote 131 240 2LZ 27,9 0.8
Withington 650 616 823 8.6 0.6
'Open' perishes 12019 15679 16257 10.2 37
'Close' parishes 21337 27478 28169 9.6 2.5
1 o P R = v P -
L. wirencester 1s regerded 28 an ‘open' parish oas Cirencester
Park had few inhabitants,
2, These figures omit
o Chipping Cempden end lMickleton which contain 'open' and ‘'close’
townships which cennot be distinguished in the 1851 Census.
De Poulton and Church Iccombe, transferred from other counties
il'l }.82‘}2—?0
Co Ampney St. Peter; status could not be defined,
2. Bastington, Maugersbury and Donnington are included within the

telose? total and Northleach and Stow included zbove.
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Table 6 Population change in selected fclose' parishes
18111851

o 4 Th o s : Frs ot
Soulre Townships/FParishes

Region 1811 1841 1851
2a Adelstrop 228 200 196
Eyford (H) 70 83 L8
Parmington (H) 232 359 339
Rendcombe (H) 163 248 264,
Salperton 162 206 145
Sezincote (H) 95 67 111
Sherborne 506 637 674

Side (H) 33 3 L2

n 1565 1923 1902

Zb Great Badminton 409 552 521

Absentee Landlord Townships/Parishes

28 Ampney St. Mary (H) 168 121 125
Baunton (H) 105 187 13L
Bibury 339 408 387
Charlton Abbots (H) 99 101 112
Eastleach Turville 370 421 L6
Hawling (H) 209 217 212
Hazelton (H) 111 193 189
Lemington {H) 63 53 58
Notgrove 211 181 195
Pirmock and Hyde (H) 47 61 .29
Prinknash (H) 7 7 13
Roel (H) 42 20 12

n 1771 1970 1912

2’9‘5 Little Badminton 108 127 118

3a Aston Scmerville (H) 88 89 89
Weston upon Avon (H) 96 91 93
Wormington &l 73 62

n 275 253 234
3e Tortworth 303 250 257

5 Stoke Gifford 315 LBO LB8
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Teble 6 continued
Summary
Fercent chenge (by decade)
1811-41 1641-51
close regional close regional
Close parish/region parish change parish change

Absen

2z /o1 9475 -1.09 Boldl
Zb }_.10 65 70 2:{} “"‘59 6 "«}m 29
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efined here as those Lownship s/parishes where over 90 percent

o

("j

of the land 1s owned by one person.

itted as these ovarts of

Fostlip, Cockbury and Corndean are

inchecombe camnot be separated for population purposes.

in Wick and

[
Simils; "’.L:f,

“ton aye anitted.

abson, 1

Exceeds Holderness

srge Havikesbury pearish,because 1ls econowy is closer o

]

the Cotswold parishes of which topographically it is a part.

It is not possible to caloulate Holderness'! index fron the

7 teble as no separate acreage is given.




Table 7 Population prowth in 'close! parishes 1811-L1 and 18,1-51

percentage decennisl growth

Region 1811 1841 1851 RRGNESNY 18L1-51

2a. North Cotswolds (38)32 5181 6337 6373 7o bidy. (9»75}2 0,01 (3e41)
Zb Southwold (4) 612 728 760 6.32 (7.23) hoh0 (he29)
33 Vale of Tewkesbury (12) 1214 1160 1145 ~1.48 (9.03) ~1.29 (0.75)
3¢ Vale of Berkeley (6) 1130 1072 1036 -1.71 (10.49) ~3.36 (~2.26)
3d Over Severn (1) 90 75 80 -5.56 (8.10) 6.67 (3.70)

(after Holderness)

Figures in parentheses 1 number of parishes

2 regional populatblon growth from dAppendix 5

Shipton Sollars omitbed from 2a as its population not separately listed in 1811,

20T
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The latter ,in Ravenstein's termsyhad a total population falling

short of the number of natives of that county enumerated throughout

the kingdom. 317,685 natives lived in the county, 161,796 in the

rest of Zngland and Wales in 1851. The Registration County had

a total population of 419,51k (154). The cloth parishes and the
South Gloucestershnire Coalfield, once foci of in-migration, had
become, like the pre~dominantly agricultural districts, economically
stagnant. The Forest of Dean and the three major urban centres became
the growth points for the county.

It is expected that the analysis of the Poor Law documents in
Chapters 5 and 6 should reflect these changes in prosperity. The
Certificates should show a strong centripetal movement into the cloth
parishes in the eighteenth century and the Removal Orders the reverse
pattern in the second quarter of the nineteenth century, The
existence of 'open' and 'close' parishes on the Cotswolds may also
have implications for the pattern of extant documents. Chapters 5
and 6 exemine these documents to test those migration hypotheses
related to distance and direction and to evaluate the influence the

Poor Laws may have had upon such movement.
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eighteenth century (lManchester University Press), 7 and 13.

On the basis of the Gaveller's Report (see 4 above and V.C.H.

for Gloucestershire, vol. 2, 227-31), the output can be

estimated at 94,432 tons amnually whereas the national output

was gbout 6,000,000 tons.

Johnson, BeL.C. (1953), 'New light on the iron industry of the
Porest of Dean'®, B.G.h.5. LLXIT, 124, notes that pig iron was
transported on the lower Wye at 3d. per ton/mile, for 1d. on the
Severn but 74d. per ton/mile overland from Bishopswood to Newnham—
on~Severn,

Victoria County History of Gloucestershire (1907) vol. 2, 233.

Hart, C. (1971) The industrial history of Dean (Newton Abbot :
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50,

51,
52.
53.
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59.
60.

61.
62,

63.
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David and Charles), 119, Hart states that the first coke fired
furnace wag introduced at Cinderford in 1795.

Rudder, op, cit., 36, had been aware of the limitations of local
coal for metelurgical coke and the pressure this placed on
charcoal production.

Hart, op. cit., 70.

Rudder, op,_ cit., 209, refers to the old furnsce at Abenhall
(Abinghall) now used a$ & paper mill, but which had been in
operation as a furnace when Atkyns wrote his county history in
1712, It had been part of the Foley family empire.
Johnson, oOp. cit., 134.

Ibid., 136. , iron

Idem (1951), 'The charcoa! industry in the early eighteenth
century', Geogrl, J. CXVIL, 167~77. This article is based on
Hulme, E.W. (1928-29), 'A statistical history of the British iron

trade from 1717~1750' Newcomen Society, 9, 12-13.

Walker, op, Cite., 178
Hart, op. cit., 63.

Rudge, Op. cit., 22, see also 4b above.
Court, W.H.B. (1938) The rise of the Midlsnd industries 1600-1838

(reprinted 1953 ; Oxford University Press), 6.
The Newnham on Severn Settlement papers are lodged in the parish

chest but the Certificates and Kemoval Orders are not sufficientl
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numerous to warrant anslysis, The larger collection of examinstions

shows links with West Wales, the Severn valley and Cumberland.
Johnson, (1S51) op. cit., figs. 1 end 2, p.168.
Wantoux, P. (1907) The industrial revolution in the eighteenth

century (9th impressicn 1948; London : Cape), 279.

Atkyns statement (p. 200)"that there only six houses in this
great tract of land"is totally unreliable.

Nicholls, op. cit., 229.

Hart, op. cite., 231, notes that the 170,611 tons in 1871 represent-
ed the zenith of ore output.

1851 Census, Populetion tables and occupations of the people.
Vol. 1, 385, 389 and 397 and 492, Vol 2, 84 and 873,

Jenkins, H. (1942), 'The copper works at Redbrock and at Bristol!,
BoGolsS. 63, 145-167.

Hart, op. cit., 110, John Coster, a Dean mean, living in Bristol

had leased these works in 1691, and had established a Cornish

trade link. His son, Thomas, beceme the director of the Bristol
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Brass Company in 1712 and six years later controlled the Redbrock
works. There was agreat deal of litigation following the lease
of these works to the DPristol company in 1730, as the Redbrook
works suffered from an obkious rundown in the next decade.
Ibid., 416.

Mansfield, R.J. (1961), *Newnham-on-Severn' Forest of Dean Local

History Society, occasional papers l. G.C.L. RQ. 215.4(1).

Rudder, op. cit., 5.

Jones, A.E. (1899) History of Mangotsfield and Downend (Bristol)
219,

Walker, op. cit., 1&0.

Brazine, A. (1891) History of Kingswood Forest (Kingsmead facsimile
1969), 8k

Bedminster and Brislington on the Somerset side of the Avon were

alsc pit districts.
Buchanan, . and Cossons, N. (1969) Industrial Archacology of the
Bristol region (Newton Abbot : David and Charles), 76~77.

Walker, op. cit., 1cl.

Abid., 213.

Avon Navigation Act. 10 Anne, C. 8.(1712) provided an improved
link between Bath and Bristol.

Bristol and Gloucester Railway Act. 9 Gec. IV, C. 93. (1828).
Avon and Gloucester nailway ict. 9 Geo. IV, C. 9L. (1828).
Walker, Ope cite., 255.

Ellacombe, H.T. (1881) History of EBitton (Exeter), 231l. This
is the source upon which Braine drew heavily.

Ibid., 228.

Braine, 0p._ cite., 55.

Rudder, 0p. cite, V.

Holderness, B.h. (1972), ' "Open" and "close" parishes in Ingland
in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries', Agr., Hist. Hev.

XX ,127-8.

Coode, G. (1651) Report to the Poor Law Hoard on the Laws of
Settlement aud Removal of the poor B.P.P. 1851 XXV, 63.

Eden, Sir. F.M., (1797) The state of the poor (3 vols.; London :

Davis).

Coode, G. Ops cit., 278 is quoting North, R. (1688?) A discourse
pn the permicious tendency of the laws for the maintenance and
settlement of the poor, (published 1753; Londar).

This is a constant theme in the evidence of the assistant
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commissioners in the 1850 Heport to the Poor Lew Board on the

Law of Settlement and Removal of the Poor B.P.P, 1850 XXVII.

Evidence of a Beckett, G.A. for East Angla and Berkshire, (p.8)
Evidence of Weale, R. for Bedfordshire (p.167). The latter
observed that this power was only kept in check by the distance
of ‘close’ parishes from ‘open' ones. See also

Burn, R. (1764) History of the Poor Laws, (London), 211.
Davies, D. (1795) The case of labourers in husbandry (Bath) 56,

Bden, op, cit., vol. 1, 361.

This system was not undermined until the Union Chargesbility Act
28 and 29 Vie., (1865).

Digby, A. (1976) The rural Poor Law in Fraser, D. (ed.) The new
Poor Law in the nineteenth century (London: Maciillan), 167-8.

Digby suggests that the 1854 Report reflected the controversy

that had been stimulated by the 1846 and 1847 Poor Law hcts

and over emphasised the effects of the Settlement Lews on the
lebour market. Cottage destruction was probably less significant
than the lack of incentive for landlords to build cottages for
what would have been an uneconomic investment,

15 Geo. III, C. 32, (1775) thus allowed cottages to be built on
the waste without four acres of land, though Holderness believes
this Act to have been meaningless by the eighteenth century as a
hindrance to the erection of cottages. Holderness, op. cit., 229
31 £liz., C. 7. (1589).

The relationship of excessive poor rates and ‘open® policy noted
by Coode above had not always been verified by subsequent
statisticsl anslysis.

Holderness, ope. cit., 138 notes that in the period 1785-7 and
1825-9 "the trend of the increases in poor rates bears no close
relationship to the system of ‘open' and 'close' parishes®™ and

in thaet sense "the establishment of 'close' parishes was of limited
success in its primery objective®., This is not a swprising
observation in that the poor rete represented only one aspect

of the administration of the Poor Law at this time. The
existence of Union Workshouses under Gilbert's Act (9 Geo. III,

Co 7. 1783); local charities, the roundsman system, the cottage

system, or other variants on outdoor relief; the arailability of

“alternative and supplementary incomes for a head of household and

his family and the attitude of the vestry would all affect the

rate.
See also Mills, op. cite., (1959) 187. However, lills, D.R.
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(1972) 'Political, historicsl and regional geography' in New
Trends in Gecgraphy (E‘éilton Keynes : Open University) Units 13-35

63, correlates poor rate and landownership and at the 99 percent
level atiains a correlation coefficient of +0,647 which suggests
a strong link between these two variables.

a Beckett, op. cit., &.

This aspect of mobility is dealt with admirably by Mills, D.R.
(1970), 'The geographical effects of the Laws of Settlement in
Nottinghamshire, an analysis of Francis Howell's Report, 1848'
East Midland Geographer vol. 5, 31-38, but this does not fall

within the scope of this thesis.

Caird, op. cit., 516, notes that labourers walked 40-50 miles
a week in this way teking an hour each way in a daily Journey.
Mills, (1963) op. cit., 16, 170, Table 16, 179.

Hunt., H.G. (1959) ‘Lend ownership and enclosure 1750-1830!

Hcon, Hist. Rev. XiI, 501, corroborates this view. Even so,

this does not mean that freehold villages could not be enclosed

at an early date without suffering depopulaticn. The Vale of
Severn was certainly such an areas., Egually late enclosures

in many areas resulted from lendownership being in meny hands.
Mingay, G.L. (1962), 'The size of farms in the eighteenth century!,

Hcon. Hist. Rev. AV, 4BL, emphasises engrossment as a separate

phenomena {rom enclosure and notes the difficulties for the

small farmer of open fields in clay areas,

Mills, (1959) op. cit., 19%.

Idem (1963) Lendownership and rural population with special
reference to Leicestershire in the mid nineteenth century,
(Unpub. PheDe thesis, University of Leicester) 201.

Holderness, op. Cit., 129 and 135.

Lambert, 4.4, (1953) Oxfordshire about 1800 (Unpub. Ph.D. thesis
University of London), 286,

Wood, Z.G.R. (1950) A study of the changes m the distribution and
density of population in Worcestershire during the period 1841~
1931, and of the geographical factors involved (unpub. M.A. thedis
University of Birmingham), 26, 38-9.

Mills, (1959) loc. cit.,

These land Tex Assessments are lodged in Gloucester Records
Office, but are not available after 1832, It was their other
use as Electoral Registers that had resulted in their being kept

in the County until that date. The 1831 assessments are largely
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complete, The 1841 assessments would have allowed direct
comparison with Holderness' data (Table L, . 46) but only
the exemptions have been preserved at the P.R.C0. 1831

is convenlent for my purpose as one would not anticipate
dramatic changes in the balance of land ownership in such

a short period.

Mills, op. cit., (1963) does not spell out the assumption he
makes that within a parish there is a direct link between tax
assessed and acreage owned.

Mills, (1963) op. cit., Appendix A4, 1-3.

Sguire township

a) Over half of the land held by one owmer,
b) Total ownership in one hand (excluding the Church).
c) Two or three resident landlords holding more than

two thirds of the land, but no one owner holding half,
a) A parish identified in Kelly's directory in 1855 as a
‘Principal Seat’.

Absentee Landlord township

2) Non~resident landlord controls over half the township.

b) Two three or four non-resident landlords, holding at
least two thirds of the land.

c) When resident landlord holds less than one half, but
there are also important non-resident landlords,

Freeholder townships

Basically this identifies a fragmented pattern of ownership
by including within it those parishes with between twenty to
forty owners if the density of ownership (acreage of township
divided by the number of owners) was less than forty acres or
where the number of owners exceeded forty and the average
size of property was less than forty acres.

Divided township. The residue

One of the main criticisms of the early work on land tax
assessments by Davis (88) was his assumption that although the
county assessments as a proportion of the national assessments

were ineguiteble and bore no relation to size; within the

county such apportionment was fair, 1t led tc his calculation

of an acreage eguivalent for each county which was then
gpplied as a multiplier to individusl parishes. Grigg notes
that such a procedure could only have validity if calculated
at the parish level, There would be a different acreage

equivalent for each parish, fven so, this assumes that under

119
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registration, under valuation and agricultural variations
were not significant within the parish. Martin tries to
estimate such error and concludes from his comparison of
estimated acreages in enclosure awards and from land tax
assessment that it is sufficiently small at the parish level,
(usually less than 5 percent variatian}, for their use in
estimating acreages, VWithin the parish, error is increased
where a greater number of small holdings places a proportion-

ately greater valuation on the house in relation to the land

on which it is situated, Similarly, industrial parishes
would suffer greatly from this problenm. This is not a
serious problem in this study. '"Close'® parishes are

identified by the degree of conceniration of land ownership

and, by defianition, the rating of large landowners would fall

proportionately more on land than bulldings. No attempt is

made to calculate the number and size of farms with which
many 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

listing from which the number of proprietors can be abstracted

and from which an index, the density of owners, can be calculated,

The acreage given in the assessments are for this periocd

120

sufficiently close to those in the 1837 valuations to be zcceptable

to Mills for the broad comparisons which underpin his classification

of townships,

Land tax returns like many of the source materials available to

economic historians and historical geographers are full of

inconsistencles and irregulatities which minimise thelr potential

value,
Ward, W.R. (1953) English land tax in the eighteenth century

(Oxford University Press).

Mingay, G.E. (1964), 'Lend tax assessments and the small landowner',

Beon, Hist. Reve. XVII, 381-9,

Martin, J.M. (1966}, fLand ownership and the land tax returns',

Agr. Hist. Reve XIV, 96~103,

Grigg, DeB. (1962~3), *The land tax returns', Agr. Hist. Rev.
XI s 82"‘94-0
Devies, E. (1927}, 'The small landowner 1780-1832 in the light

of land tex assessments' Econ, Hist, Rev., 1, 87-113.

This utilises a modified Mills classification
Squire township

a) Over half of the parish owned by one resident landlorde
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b) Over two-thirds of the parish owned by two or
three landowners but no single person holding as
much as half the land.

Absentee township

a) Over half the parish in one hand.

b) Over two-thirds of the parish owned by two, three or
four owners but no single owner holding as much as
half the land.

Boxwell and Leighterton are classified as Group(a) because the
Huntley family own more than two thirds of the parish.

Similariy within the squire townships, the Peacy family is
categorised under(a} in Prescott.

Bvidence of residence was checked against Pigot's Directory 1842,
Slater's Directory 1858-9, Rudder's Gloucestershire, 177%
Holderness, Ope. cit., 131-132 quotes support his view from
Robert Weale's evidence to the Poor Law Board in 1850, 380,

that in Bedfordshire the correlation between *close! parishes
and those with a labour shortage was not high, Forty perishes
were shown to be deficient in cottages,yet there were only
twenty-five 'close' parishes. Only twelve of these drew on
outside labour.  Similarly, the link between ‘estate' villages
gnd ‘close' villages (Mills, op.cit., (1959) 193 and (1972) 63
et. passim) was not especially strong on the basis of this
criterion. Holderness, op. ¢it., 133, notes that such ‘estate!’
villages freguently were quite populous in relation to their
particular localities, whereas 'close' parishes in Mills, (1959)
Op. cit., 191, view would exhibit low population densities.

The appendices to the 1850 Report (B.P.P. XAVII) specifically
identify labour shorisges. The terms of reference of the
Commissioners had been to investigate the practical effects of
the laws on

1. The labouring classes, thelr industrial habits,
wage rates, residence, conditions and articles of
consumption.

Ze The employers of labour, the stability snd progress of
agriculture and manufacturing and the application of
capital.

3 The continuance of pauperism and vagrancy in increasimg
the burden of taxation, local and general.

ie To make personal contact to discover changes which

they might recommend.

1z1
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96, Holderness, op. cit., 132-5. Several factors are considered
to distinguish ‘close' parishes, Population density, the
rete of expenditure on the poor between 1785~7 and 1825-9,
social structure as revealed in contemporary directories,
relative increase in the number of houses and the growth of
populationy unfortunately, there is no clear indication of how
these factors were qualified or how the number of 'close’ parishes
was assessed. A surrogate index, (acres per house) is used.
Actually he rejects any correlation between the levels of poor
rate expenditure and ‘open' and ‘close' parishes (p. 138).

S7. Alstone and Woolstone were transferred from Worcester in 1844
and are not found in the Gloucestershire Land Tax Assessments.
on the basis of landownership.

9%, Holderness, op. cit., ‘able 1, 135. It appears that for the
Vale of Severn and the Cotswolds there is a close correspon&enoe
between this index and the number of ‘close' townships derived
from cther sources, This does not mean that the same parishes
have been identified, It has been assumed that the other sources
refer to the factors listed above as it could not have drawn on
the 1850 reports (B.P.P. XXVII). Gloucester had not been
visited, The reports covered Suffolk, Norfolk, Hssex the Heading
Union of Berkshire, Surrey, Sussex, Dorset, Hampshire, Somerset,
Bedfordshire, Berkshire, Buckinghamshire, Oxfordshire and
Northumberland. |

99,  Ibid., 134-6.

100, Fraser, J. (1867-8) Commission on the Employment of children

young persons end women in Agriculture, B.P.P., 1867-8, XVII.

Its terms of reference were to investigate whether the Pactory
Acts could be modified to this form of employment with the
special view to the better education of children. Fraser did
not visit the whole count: y, but did include the unions of
Cirencester, Thormbury and Newent as a szmple of the varied
rural economies of Gloucestershire.

101, 1bidel27 and 131, An examination of labour demand from Fraser's
evidence shows that in the arable district of NHewent for every
100 acres, 4 men, 1 boy and 2 women (or 3/1/1) are required.

In the mixed farming parishes of the Cotswolds the figures are
25/1/1 and in the Vale of Berkeley either 23/1/0 or 2/1/1.(p. 118

and 123) . In view of this evidence from Freser's report it
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1G3.
104,
105,

113,
114,
115,

would seem unwise that Holderness adopts the ssme threshold
figure for identifying the 'close’ parishes in the Vale of
Severn and the Cotswolds. The very different economies of
these regilons noted by contemporary cbservers reinforce the
rezl differences in lzbour required by arable farming compared
with pastoral activities. IHolderness does not argue the case,
but it could be hypothesised that this demand for labour on the
Cotswolds, where arable was dominant, could be balanced against
the more numerous, smeller units of the Vale dairying country.
Ibide, 107-111ls Siddington, Preston, DEiffield, Down Ampney
and Harnhill would all be ‘close' in Mills terms, but only the
latter meets Holderness' requirement. The other parishes were
all in Wiltshire.

Lbide, 127,

Rudder, op. cit., VI - VII

Tate, W.H. (1943), 'Gloucestershire enclosure acts and awerds',
BeGohoeS. 64, 50,

Rudder, op. cCite., 243.

Ibide, 375,

Ibid., 590.

Ibig., 682.

Ibid., 282.

Tate, op. cit., 56.

Rudder; ope cite, 1li4.  There is some evidence to suggest that
such a relationship often existed between market towns which
became grossly overcrowded and neighbouring fclose' parishes.
See 102 above, also Holderness, Ope cite, 133 and Mills, (1970)
op._cit., 36.

Rudder, op. cite., 665.

Ibid., 707.

Hollingsworth, T.H. (1969) Historical demography (London :
Hodder and Stoughton)

Glass, D.V. and Eversley, D.E.C. (eds.) (1965) Population in history

(London : Arnold)
Wrigley, B.i. (ed.) (1966) Introduction to English historical

demography (Loddon : Weidenfeld and Nicholson).
Patten, J. (1973) Bural-urban migration in pre-industrial England
(research papers; School of Geography, Oxford), no. 6, 13 et passim,

Desne, P. and Ccle, W.A. (1969) British economic growth (Cambridge

University Press), 116-17.
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119,
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i21.
122,

123.
124,

125,

126,
127.
126,

Chambers, Je.b. (1972) Populetion, economy and society in pre-

industrial kngland (Oxford University Press).

Idem (1954), 'The course of population change', in Glass and
Zversley, op. cite, 327=33k.

Deane and Cole, op. cit., 98-135.

Gonner, E.KoCoy, (1933, 'Bopulation of England in the eighteenth
century', Jl. R. Stetist. Soc. 76,261-296,

George, D. (1953) England in tremsition (Harmondsworth : Penguin)

Laslett, P. (1965) The world we have lost ( London : Methuen).

Deane and Cole, op. cit., especially chapters 2 and 3, 40~137.
Redford, 4. (1926) Labour migration in Englend 1800-1850

(Manchester University Press).

Law, C.M. (1967), 'Growth of urban population in Zngland and Wales
1801-1911*%, Treans. Inst. Br. Geogr. 4l, 125-143,

Lawton, R. (1967), 'Rural depopulstion in nineteenth century fZnglend',
in Lawton, R. and Steel, R.%. (eds.) Liverpool essays in Geography
(London ¢ Longhen), 227-255.

Deane and Cole, Ope cite, 11l.

Lee, BE.E.,(1966), 'A theory of migration', Demography 3, 53-101.
Wirigley, Eek. (1967 ), 'A simple model of London's importance in
changing English society and economy 1650-1750°, reprinted in
Urban Development (1973) (Milton Keynes : Open University),

Unit 1, 11-12.

Bristol, the secordcity had a populstion of 33,000 in 1700 =nd
62,000 a century later by which time Birmingham with 72,670 had

become second to London.

Deane and Cole, loc, cit.

Wrigley, op. cit., 17.

Smith, C.T. (1951), 'The movement of population in England and
Wales in 1851 and 1861', Geogrl. J. CVIL, 206, shows how London
dominated inter~county migration currents in 1861,

Darby, HeCo (1973), 'The age of the improver 1600-1800', in
Darby, H.C. (ed.) A new historical geocgraphy of England

(Cembridge University Press), 302-388.

Deane and Cole, op. cite., Table 24, p.103 and Table 25, p.108-9.
Lbid., 11z,

Ibid., 105. The figures used in Table 25, p. 108-9 show that
agricultural counties grew by 373,051 between 1751 and 1781 and
the industrial/conmercial counties by 617,054 In absclute terms

this statement seems unjustified, The percentage change in the
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same pericd was 19 percent and 27.4 percent respectively.

129, Deane and Cole, loc. cit.

1781 - 1801 percent

ropulation change change
Agricultural counties 272,336 11.7
Industrial/commercial counties 897,280 31le2

130. Defoe, loc. cit.
Young, loc. cit.

131, Armstrong, W.h. (1966), 'Social structure from the early Census
returns', in Wrigley, op. cit., 210. A five percent deficiency
is suggested.

132, Statistically this might be challenged in that the nature of the
seItlement pattern migth affect the accuracy of the estimates,

To the casual observer (Atkyns ?7) nucleated villages, dispersed
hamlets, farms, and urban agglomerations present different

images. [Further errors in the early Censuses relate to acreages,
as the Ordnance Survey did not effect an accurate national survey
of areas until 1891, However, by this time changes in the size

of townships from boundary adjustments would complicate any
calculation of the earlier areas of townships. It is felt that

the gains from this pariticular exercise were not clearly established
to warrant the rejection of the figures given in the 1851 Census.

133, DBristol had become a City and County in it's own right in 1376
by Royal Charter.

134, The variable size of the parish unit creates inherent limitations
in choropleth maps.

135, Marshell, (1789) op. cit., 2, 26-9. Cotswold farms varied in
size between 200-1,000 acres. Some exceeded 2,000 acres though
the mean was around 500 acres.

136. Ibid., 29.

137. Rudder, op. cit., 46~49.

138. Ibids, 547.

139. Ibid., 637.

140, Ibid., 232 and 246.

141. Deane and Cole, op. cit., Table 24, p. 103,

142, Moreau, S. (1805) A tour of Cheltenham Spz p.63 (G.C.L. 10747(2))

143, Rudder, op. cite., 34Z.

14k, Fisher, P.H. (1871) Notes and recollections of Stroud (London :

Turner), 138.
145. Rudge's figure of 48 as the population of the Forest Lands (West
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and Bast Dean) must be in error. Rudge, op. cit., 360.
The 1801 Census recorded 4,073 for these districts.

1k6, Civil registration had been introduced in 1837, the unit of
administration was mede coterminous with the Poor Law unions
established in 183L. The 1851 Census adopts the same unit
and therefore ~%gccmes 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 whether a person was born in that
particular parish or elsewhere, 1841 marks for many Gloucestershire
parishes the onset of a major period of economic stagnation or
decline,

147. Welch, A.M. (1898), 'Cheltenham as a watering place', Cheltenham
Ladies College Magazine 37, 76, which quotes from a Gentleman's
Magazine of 1820 (G.C.L. 9506)

148, Ibid., 70.

149. Court, op. cit., 70.

150, Buchanan and Cossons, 0p. cit., 121, blame smaller production

units for the decline.

151, 1851 Census. QOccupation of the people, vol.l, 385-389, 397 and
492,

152, V.C.H. op. cit., 192.

153, Ravenstein, E.G. (1885), 'On the laws of migration', Journal of
the Royal Statistical Society XIVIII, 184. 4 ‘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 short of

the number of natives enumerated thvoughout the kingdoms

154, The 1851 Census does not distinguish by English county the
birthplace of residence in Scotland and Ireland and thus the
definition of kingdom as used by Havenstein has to be restricted
to England and Wales in this context. It must alsc be remembered
that the summary tables of that Census are by Begistiration County,

but the birthplace is given by Geographical County.



Chapter 5

Patterns of migration as revealed by

the analysis of Poor Law documents

from the woollen cloth psrishes of

loucestershire

"The subject matter of History
(Historical Geography) is not
the past as such, but the past
for which we possess historical
evidence, "

Collingwood, R.G., (1963)
'The Idea of History', 20Z.

Chapter 2 explored the processes thet 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 vclume of Settlement Certificates and Removal Opders 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 &is;:zgssion though migration
differentials and temporal patterns are analysed/ sé‘é}'seqqent sections.
Following a description of the varied migration patterns and an analysis
of the factors underpinning them,z number 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 pericd, but alsc the effsct of the operation of the Poor

Laws may have had on patterns of migration.

A - Migration Distances. Straight line distances were measured betwesn

each pair of townships named in the Settlement Certificates (1) and for
each cloth parish the data were aggregated into eight kilomehe bands.
Table 8 shows this data as a cumulative frequency distribution. The

most noticeable characteristic of this data is its very 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, which fn
fact may represent a separate migration process, are overwelghted.

For this reason median values are used. In six ocut of the eleven



Region

ba

6b

Table 8

Parish 8
Bisley 95
Kings Stanley 45
Painswick 130
Rodborough 96
Stonehouse 52
Stroud 322
Cam 41
Dursley 79
Hawkesbury 2
Kingswood 41
Noxrth Nibley 29
(1)

16

130
52
180
104
66
392
49
105
36
48
43

Cumulative frequency distribution of Settlement Certificates to

seledted(l) parishes in the Gloucestershire Woollen Cloth Manufacturing Region,
Distance ( < kms.)
2l 32 40 L8 56 64 72 80 80 n
136 138 147 148 148 148 148 148 3 151
54 56 56 56 56 56 56 56 0 56
193 204 206 211 212 212 214 214 0] 214
105 106 107 109 109 109 109 109 0’ 109
69 70 71 71 71 71 71 71 0 71
428 453 458 462 46, 466 470 L71 9 480
53 55 57 57 58 58 58 58 0 58
112 120 125 129 145 148 149 149 9 158
37 41 41 41 L3 ) Ly L 1 46
51 Sh 56 57 57 57 57 57 0 57
L5 45 L5 48 50 50 50 50 0 50

At least 25 extant documents,

All subsequent tables are based on this lower limit unless otherwise stated

medi.an

6.6
bel
7.2
be5
4.8
5.0
3.8
6.9
6.9
4e 3
6.1
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Table 9 Certificates/1000 kms.  for gelected parishes in the Gloucestershire

woollen cloth manufacturing region,

Distance Band (kms,) 0-7.9 6=15.9  16-23.9  24~31.9  32-39.9  40-47.9 LE=55,9  56=63,9  6L=T1.9  T2=79.9
mid-class N 12 20 28 36 Uy 52 60 68 76
Ring area (kmsg) 20L.14 603,43 1005.46  1408.26  1810.29 2212.57  2614.86  3017.14k  3419.43  3821.71

Bisley L1723 58,0 6,0 2,1 beoli 0.5 0
Kings Stanley 223,77 11.6 2.0 Tod §] 0 0 0 o)
Painswick G6hh, 1 82,8 12.
Rodborough L77.3 13.3 1.
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9 7.8 1.1 2.3 Oo
0 0.7 0.6 0.9 0
.0 0.7 0.6 0 o
8
0

e
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0.6

sbonehouse 258.5 2h.2 3 0
Stroud 1600.9 116.0 3548 17.8 1.7 1.6 0.8 -7 e 2 -5
Cam 203, 6 13.3 Lo Lo 1.1 O Colp

<
o o oo o o O O O

mlff‘f}i@y 3920 8 1{5-30 v}» 7» O 59 7 29 &" ln 8 60 l
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Kingswood 203.8 11.6 3.0 2ol 0 0u5 0
North Nibley 1, 2 25.2 2.0 0 Q Lol 0.8

< (&
<

o
[

foud
O



170

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. Painswick exhibits the greatest
median value, but even this is only 7.2 kus. If Dursley is excluded
from the data, the inter~quartile range of movement nowhere exceeds
9 kms, The relationship of movement to distance is shown 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 - 24 kms. band is less
than half the area of the band between 40.1 - 48 kms, from the point
of origin (see Appendix 7). 1t 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 guestion,
mainly the eighteenth century, this region remained prosperous and
exhibited a strong centripetal pattern of migration. The period
chosen, from 1662 - 1865, 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 smendments to the Law in 1697 and
1795, Chenges in transport. were being effected especially from the
mid eighteenth centuxy, but they did not involve any immediate major
change in technology or present the labourer and skilled artisan with
a cheap means of rapid transport. For the person affected by the
Certificate system, physical effort largely determined distances
travelled. Turnpikes were becoming increasingly significant in the
County in the second half of the century, but must be regarded as
irrelevant (2). Cox suggests we pay too much attention to the roads
which were turnpiked for the benefit of the wealthy traveller or the
Hoyal Mail.,  Saltways, drove roads, ridgewsys and bridie paths wére
the routes travelled by the labouring man. Cox 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
traansport, apart from foot or cart, was the privilege of the wealthy.
She guotes costs of 5d., per mile which would have been well beyond the
means of an agricultural labourer (4). A men could walk almost as
fast as a goods wagon. i&lternatively the many navigable rivers and
coastal waters provided a means of transport though in 1825 the London
to Bristol jourmey by river and canal toock at least five days ( 5)e

It is within this context that Plierce examines the shape and size

of the Poor Law unions. In essence each union had a market town at
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its focus and the radius of its hinterland depended primarily on
the distance a labourer, the chief user of the Poor Law system,
could be expected to travel and the distance from which the goods
used by the workhouse could be expected to be obiained (6). Both
of these were determined, in part, by time and cost. The spatial
extent of the union was determined by the nature of movement in pre-
railway Britain.

"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
7-8 miles was as far as he cared to go for the Doctor,
to sell his corm, or to buy groceries." (7)

In upland areas the distance may be closer to ten miles (8). 1In
reality Pierce believes that because her measurements 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 Maximum distance from a boundary to the union

centre in each Gloucestershire union

Poor Law Union Centre Maximum distance in kilometres
Yate 15
Kington (Thornbury) 19
Dursley 10
Westbury iz
Newent iz
Eastington 12
Stroud il
Tetbury 11
Circencester 15
Bastington (in Northleach) 13
Maugersbury(in Stow) : 16
Winchcombe 12
Cheltenham 10
Tewkesbury 1L

The urban unions in Gloucester, Bristol and Clifton are omitted.

If cost and the physical difficulty in overcoming distance can
bedfered 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 understanding of the Law of Settlement and Removal and from the
labourers® mean information field. It has already been suggested
that the specific nature of the Certificate contract (p.49) might
exaggerate short distance movement. To test this hypothesis requires
a comparative analysis with Removal Orders and other contemporary
sources. Table 11 sets out the data for Removal Orders 'from' which
are comparable to Certificates 'to', in that the former mainly imply
an earlier move which may or may not have involved the use of a
Certificate (10). The data for Bisley, Painswick, Hawkesbury,
Dursley and Kingswood lend superficial support to the hypothesis if
median values sre adopted as the index of movement. In the cases of
Stonehouse, Stroud and North Nibley the median differences are reversed
but negligible, Table 12 shows that out-migration (Removal Orders 'to')
was marked by median distances 1little different from Removal Crders
tfrom' in the pre-1795 period. There is a tendency for cubt~-migration
to be marginally more restricted if median values are used.

The median cannot summarise the canplete data set and some measure
of dispersion would seem necessary as a complementary index. It was
decided to employ a measure of distance~decay using the weighted data
for Certificates and Removal Orders for all movement not exceeding &0 kms.
(i.e. for at least 95 percent of all movement). Hagerstrand has
suggested thaérPareto function may be appropriate in describing
migration data in that log-log transformation results gpproximate to
a linear relationship, Hagerstrand argues that a knowledge of the
value of the exponents derived from the migration field for each parish
(in Sweden) and for each decade would give an unigue insight into the
dynamics of migration, regional variations and changes over time (11).

"That an important quality of the migration field, the
gradient, can be expressed in a single figure, even if
sometimes imperfectly, would greatly simplify the car-
tographic representation of migrational distances. The
result would be of great anthropo-geographical significance,
it being evident that clusters of high exponents showed
isolated districts and clusters of low exponents districts
of 2 wide outer world." (12)

He does note, however, the tendency of this function to over-estimate
short-distance migration, a limitation which mskes it unacceptable as
a law of migration eguation. Nevertheless, this does not invalidate
its use as an index to compare changes in migration fields over space
and time (13). Table 13 compares the migration fields of selected
woollen cloth parishes as shown by Settlement Certificates "to' and

contenporary Removal Orders 'from'



Teble 11 Cumuletive frequency distribution of Removal Orders ' Prom!

selected parishes in the Gloucestershire Woollen Cloth Manufecturing Hegion. Pre-1795,

Distence ( < kms., )

Region Parish 8 16 2k 30 40 L8 56 6l 72 &0 80 n median
e Pisley 40 7% 8 89 Ol 98 98 98 98 99 1 100" 9.9
Painswick 83 125 137 149 154 156 161 165 165 166 6 172 8.5
Stonehouse L2 L8 L& L8 L8 L8 L8 L& L8 L9 1 50 b 2
Stroud 70 86 89 92 93 97 29 99 100 100 o 100 4 8
6b Dursley 85 116 122 126 136 143 150 152 152 153 3 156% 7ol
Hawkesbury 16 31 54, 36 36 %6 36 36 36 36 0 36 93
Kingswood 15 2y 27 31 3 35 35 35 35 35 0 35 10,2
North Nibley 4O 62 63 65 68 68 68 68 66 69 1 70 5.6

excludes unlocated parishe.
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Tablemlz_g

Parish

Bisley
Painswick
Stroud
Hawkesbury

North Nibley

18
55
55
10
27

Cumuletive frequency distribution of Removal Orders 'to!

selected parishes in the Gloucestershire Woollen Cloth Manufacturing Region. Pre-1795,

32

29
9
69
30

Distance

48

[
B RN KR

( < kms.)

56

31
86
72
32
52

6l

3l
86
3
3
52

32
87

32
he

80

3e
87
7L
32
52

80

OO o O

32
91
76

53

median

7.3
6.6
4.8
11le5
Selr

eI
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Table 173 Distance decay function. A comparison of
Settlenent Certificates 'to' and Removal

Orders ‘from' (pre 1795) using the Pareto-
Slope function (1)

Parish Certificates "to! Removal Orders 'from!

b value r (2) b value r
Bisley ~4e 05 ~0,93 =34 38 =0, 86
Kings Stanley =391 ~0095 no data
Painswick ~34 15 -0, 90 -2,85 -0.89
Rodborough ~3a 77 ~0. 95 no data
Stonehouse -3, 96 ~0,96 -3,11 ~0s 79
Stroud ~2693 -0, 58 wBo Lis =-(e 90
Cam ~20 29 ~0. 85 no data
Dursley ~2,68 -0, 87 ~3e12 ~C, 85
Hawkesbury =2,69 -C. 76 ~3,75 -C.93
Kingswood -3, 72 -0.52 -5 57 -0, 91
North Nibley ~3.27 -0, 82 ~2e37 -0, 88
(1) ¥ =aD b

(2) See note 14
Calculations are based on the weighted values derived from Tables & and 11.

Only parishes with$25 extant documents are used.

The exponents for Settlement Certificates show a concentretion of high
values in the northern cloth parishes and for North Nibley and Kings-
wood in the southern area. The other southern cloth parishes exhibit
very much lower exponents and the higher values for North Nibley and
Kingswood reflect the dominance of Wotton-under-Edge in their migration
patterns. 1t can be suggested tentatively that the high values in

the parishes of the Frome Basin reflect the deegply incised valleys
wnich create a centripetal pattern of route ways focussed on Stroud.
This tends to reinforce short distence movement. Moreover,the
isolation of this area was noted by contemporary travellers. Stroud's
tinks with Gloucester were very poor. 4 petition to bulld a new

road over the Horse Pools in 1816 emphasised the towns inaccessibility
and the existing bad roads. The hill route via Fainswick and Upton

was almost impassable for carriages and the alternative route via



Cainscross and Stonehouse was circulitous (15). Turner and Harshall
both thought that the roads in the Vale of Gloucester to be very bad,
a combination of deep soils and poor management (16). The isolation
of Bisley and Painswick was noted by Rudder as the eplanation for
their decline as market towns (17). Fisher comments that it took a
whole day for a wagon team to make the return Jouwrney from Stroud to
Chalford, yet this was a linear distance of only 6 kilometres (16).
It has already been suggested that the nature of the Settlement
Certificate, as a contract between two specified parishes, may have
restricted migration distances. HNeither of the two descriptive
measures used above, the medien and the Pareto-slope value, provide
unambiguous support for this hypothesis. In fact, given the known
limitations of the data, variations in population density and
settlement spacing and the complexities of the migration process,
one should not expect unequivocal support for this hypothesis (19).
A non-parametiric test was applied to the aggregate dats to exsmine
the null hypothesis that Settlement Certificates did not show more
restricted migration fields than contemporary Removal Orders (20).
The Kolmogearov-Smirnov test is preferred to the Median test as it
treats the whole data set rether than Just a messure of central
tendency (21). Only Bisley supports the altermative hypothesis
in this form. However, the similarity in the migretion pattern from
these two sources might be the result of including retrospective
Certificates in the data, It has been argued (p. L49) that these
may involve longer distence moves,  For both Painswick and Bisley
34 such documents exist, but the Chi Sguare test does not support
the view that they come from a different population of migraﬁtsﬁ22},
It is possible tec construct a contrary hypothesis based on the
assumpton that the Certificate system was designed to encourage
mobility. In particular, the 1795 Act made the grest majority of
the labouring classes '"de facto' Certificate holders and thus ending
the need for the Certificate. In these circumstances, a compariscn
of Removal Orders issued either side of that date, may reveal whether
any substantial change in migration distances occurred in the latter
period. A comparison of 'b' values {Teble 14) for in~migretion shows
that only Dursley had a more restricted migration field in the later
period, In every case median values are higher for the later period

whether one uses Removal Orders or Settlement Certificates.
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Table 1i

Uistance decay function.

Pareto-slope

values for Removal Orders *from', post 1795.

Parish
Bisley
Pginswick
Stonehouse
Stroud

Cam

Dursley
Hawicesbury
Kingswood
Horth Hibley

Calculations as in Table 13.

values derived from Table 16,

b value
=20 12
~2o 8y
~26 22
-2.61
=3ehi2
-3 70
~30 38
-2,96
~26 27

~0, 82
-0, 91
-0, 78
~C. 87
~0. 88
~C, 88
=06 90
~C. 83
~0. 99

Slope value calculated from weighted

A comparable picture is seen in patterns of ocut-migration whether

median values (Table 12) or 'b' values (Tzble 15) are used.

North Nibley does not conform to a pattern of greater migretion

distances after 1795.

Distance decay function.

Only

A comparison of

Removel Orders 'to', before and after the

1795 amendment, using the Pareto-slope function.

Table 15

pre 1795
Parish '"p? value T
Bisley ~%623e ~-C, 88
Painswick ~3e L -0, 89
Stonehouse no data
Stroud ~3,06 -0,83
Cam no data
Dursley no data
Hawkesbury -3.00 ~C. 87
Kingswood no data
North Nibley ~3.08 ~0, 86

Calculations as in Table 13,

Data derived from weighted values derived from Tables 12 and 17.

post 1795
B! value
2o L]
-2660
-3e45
~Ze b5
~2. 70
-2692
~2.57
~3e 37
=338

r
~0, 84
-0, 85
-0, 87
=0, 84
~0, &1
-0, 90
-0, 86
-0, 88
~0, 90
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It is tempting to see these trends as indicating greater mobility
in the post-1795 period, especially as the cost of removal now fell
on the issuing authority, making long distance removal expensive and
consequently one might expect an under.representation of this category.
One cannot determine whether parish officers ignored the long distance
migramt or were more likely to offer non-resident relief to a temporary
pauper., Tables 8, 11, 12, 15 and 16 clearly show a great proportion
of migrants coming from longer distances after 1795, but the cause may
not lie in the rdaxation of the Law, but in the eccnomic fortunes of
the cloth industry. Out-migration from the more remote districts of
the Somerset-Wiltshire cloth region had gathered momentum towards the
end of the eighteenth century. This flow emerges indirectly through
the large number of returned paupers from Gloucestershire in the decades
following 1820, Throughout this period, when Removal Orders were
issued in large numbers (Appendix 8 and 9) there were no dramatic
changes in accessibility for the labouring poor. Any extension of
the volume and/or the range of migration should be viewed as a reflection
of the necessity to seek work away froam the immediate depressed ares.
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-Smirnov test uses the weighted data derived
from Tables 11 and 16 (in-migration) and Tables 12 and 17 (out-migration)
to test the null hypothesis that there was no significant differerce in
the migration field before and after the 1795 amendment(23)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 mskes 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 then 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-Napcleonic War periocd and little
variation in its migration field is to beepected. On the other hand,
it can be argued that similar results would have been expected in the
hypothesis dealing with in-migration if this argument is valid. Only
Bisley, of the northern group of parishes provides such support, though

the very small difference between the calculated D value and its



Teble 16 Cunmulative freguency distribution of Removal Orders ‘from'

selected parishes in the Gloucestershire Woollen Cloth Menufacturing Region. Post-1795.

Distance ((hmJ

Region Parish 8 16 2l 32 40 48 56 6 72 80 80 n median

6. Bisley 23 NI 53 56 65 68 73 73 76 76 7 85" 16.6
Painswick 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" Yoo

6b Cem 51 68 75 80 88 91 94 LY 94 ok 1 95 . 5.9
Dursley 56 71 82 87 95 95 98 98 98 98 1 109 7.5
Havkesbury 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 ran
* excludes unlocated parish.

65T



Teble 17 Cumulative frequency distribution of Removal Orders ‘4ot

selected parishes in the Gloucestershire Woollen Cloth Manufacturing Region. Post-1795,

Distance ( < kms.,)
Region Parish 8 16 2l 32 L0 L8 56 6L 72 80 80 n median
ba, Bisley 20 39 67 69 70 79 81 83 83 8L 15 99 17.0
Painswick 31 111 121 125 132 137 138 12, 10 146 22 168 15.0
Steonehouse 38 L& 50 50 51 51 53 53 53 53 4 57 6.9
Stroud 25 35 52 53 54 61 63 63 6l 65 18 83 20,0
6b Cam 25 35 38 L3 46 48 49 49 49 52 3 55 9.6
Dursley 32 L2 L6 51 5. 56 57 59 59 59 15 T4 12.2
Havicesbury 16 38 51 63 65 66 67 67 68 69 3 72* 107
Kingswood 38 L7 5. 73 80 82 83 83 83 83 8 g1 10,3
North Nibley 48 62 6 69 72 77 78 78 78 78 11 89" 6ol

excludes unlocated parish

ot
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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 contradictory for the
southern cloth parishes.

A compsrison of slope values for Removal Orders 'from'® for
both the pre-1795 and post 1795 periods suggests that in-migration
in the majority of parishes was more restiricted than out-migration.

The testing of these related hypotheses provides very 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 tc combine short and
long distance movements as they are a response to different processes
(26). Thirty-two kilometres is adopted as the threshold value for
long distance migration. IMann, in her work on the West of England
cloth industry notes that movement intc Bradford on Avon and Trovwbridge
rarely exceeded this distance and Rudder alsc used this distance to
describe the radius within which spinners for Stroud were to be found.
(27). The greatest number of Certificates for any parish exceeding
this threshold are 38 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 from Dursley (18.6 percent) and 23 for Painswick
(13.4 percent). After that date, there are 32 for Stroud (24.6 percent),
27 for Bisley (32.5 percent) and 25 for Kingswood (25 percent). 4n
analysis of out-migration (Removal Orders 'to') indicates a similar
pattern of increase in long distance movement after 1795. Twelve
percent of out migration excesded 32 kilometres in the earlier period
whereas after 1795 the figure rose to 24.3 percent, The hypotheses
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 Kolmogarov-Smirnov
test used above, utilises all the data available and not just that up %o
80 kilometres (28). The resultsof the Chi Square test closely match
those of the Kolmogarov-Smirnov test in showing that even when long
distance movement has been isolated no real differences in migration
patbtern can be established hetween Certificates and Removal Crders,
in- migration and out-migration and in the southern cloth parishes
beflore and after the 1795 amendment, However, the separation of long
distance movement lends further 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 deyelopment, rather than changes in the Law, are the most
likely causes of these regional differences (29).

The use of statistical tests is Jjustified on the assumption that
the extant documents provide a sample dramn from the total population.
In such circumstances, descriptive measures such as the median or slope
value must be treated with caution, The greatest weakness of using
mathematical expressions of distance is that in the creation of one
set of generalisations, there 1s a danger that other important patterns
and processes may be obscured. The distance~decay function smooths
out the very real differences in distance that are related to direction.
There is no isotropic surface, bul rather a series of troughs and ridges
and even archipelagos which reflect variations in the response to the
uneven supply of information. It is this theme and the specific
spatial patterns of movement associated with the cloth parishes that

are considered in the next section.

B =~ Directional Influences in Migsration. 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. Face 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 ..... HEmployers sometimes
gave notice of vacancies in local newspapers and in cases of
emergency used the Town Crier. The off'ice of the overseer
of the poor, the inn and the house of call of the tramping
artisan all served as centres of information. Most of'ten,
however, it was by word of mouth from one man to another that
news of opportunities of employment was spread.” (30)

The high exponents of the distance-decay function reflect the relative
immobility of pre-industrigl society. This is not in conflict with
the growing body of empirical research in historiecal demography which
suggests that, even in rural parishes, it would be a mistake to think
of society as static. It reinforces what 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 lavourer 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 euphasise local mobility in which
servants changed employment, children were apprenticed and marriages
agreed. Hven so, directional influences did exist within this local

field, as the family provided not only information about opportunities
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but also security.

An analysis of the Poor Law documents for each parish reveals
the importance of this particular process. Jonathon Aldridge, his
wife Jane and his two children, Elizabeth and Jonathon, were removed
from Stroud to Randwick in 1729. One cannot be sure whether the
same person is involved, but a spinster, Elizabeth Aldridge was again
removed in 1735 and a Jane Aldridge removed to Randwick in 1741, In
1830 a William Aldridge was subjected to a similar removal. Similar
links between these two parishes @eerecorded for the Baxter family.
William and Hartha were removed in 1730 and Certificates were issued
to Richard in 1737, Samuel in 1740 and John in 1749, John Chandler
his wife and three children were certificated from Randwick to Stroud
in 1740 following a Kemoval Order to Randwick from Stroud three years
earliier. In 1750 Thomas and Daniel Chandler were issued with similar
Certificates, as was Josiah in 1758, Hemovals back to Randwick were
issued in 1806 for Elizabeth, Hester in 1808, Joseph in 1829 and John
Chendler in 18631, 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, 1761 and 1767
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 Lewis' from Rodborough
between 1720 and 1763 and 6 Snows again from Bisley between 1707 and
1743 Settlement Certificates to Stroud eppear either from Hodborough
or Zastington 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 extant for 1842 (32).
The same surname appears in Dursley Certificates and Removal Orders.
George and Hannah were removed back to Eastington in 1746, James was
certificated to Dursley in 1767 and a Harnnah 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 snd fifty years does suggest kinship ties. The
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.
Bconomic motives are rarely expressed, though this seems wmecessary

in the circumstances, It is assumed that ‘beterment migration'
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underpins the bulk of volwilery movement,

The essumptlon made in the previocus sectlion was that family
ties are implicit in common surpnames, though it is rarely possible
to prove it from these documents alone. Nevertheless, a further
exemination of inter-parochial movement indicates information flows
along specific channels and results in asymmetrical patterns of
movement. The map of Certificates to Stroud (Fig. 22) shows the
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 Dursley, or the Cotswolds except Cirencester.
Stroud's influence appears to be in the Vale of Gloucester and the
Severn valley from Gloucester and Cheltenham to Tewkesbury and Worcester.
There is also some contact with the SomersetfWiltshire cloth area.
The pattern of Removal Orders from Stroud (Figs. 23 and 24) confirms
this orientation, but emphasises & 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 percent of
all its Certificates (Fig. 25) and a similar proportion of subsequent
removals. Figure 25 shows that Painswick's links outside the northern
cloth area are in the Vale around Gloucester and Tewkesbury and to a
lesser extent its neigbbouring Cotswold parishes. The evidence of
Removel Orders, like those from Stroud, reveals a strong link with the
Somerset 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 s‘i:rénger ties with that part of the Coiswolds lying in an arc
from Stow on the Wold to Cirencester. Again the Removal Orders show
the strong link with the Frome~Irowbridge area. Stonehouse, downstream
from Stroud in the Frome Valley, has a highly restricted migration field
as the slope exponent for Certificates shows (Table 13). The evidence
of Hemoval Orders reveals a labour shed extending into the Vale between
Gloucester and Berkeley and also south to the Somerset/‘f%’iltshire cloth
area but truncated by the river Severn.  Stonehouse also has a major
collection of settlement Examinstions for which birthplace data are
frequently provided (Fige 26). From this source, the strong ties with
the Somerset/Wiltshire cloth area are again confirmed. On November 3rd

1804 no less than nine clothworkers born in Shepton Mallet were examined

at Stonenouse (34).
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MIGRANTS TO STROUD
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Fig 25

MIGRANTS TO PAINSWICK  ([settlement cerfificates]
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Fig 26

BIRTHPLACE OF EXAMINEES AT STONEHOUSE
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Fig 27 MIGRANTS TO HAWKESBURY [removal orders post 1795]
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Fig 29 MIGRANTS TO DURSLEY [removal orders pre 1795]
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Fig 30 MIGRANTS TO DURSLEY [removal orders post 1793
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Figures 31, 32 and 33 are drawn from the aggregate data for
Certificates and Removal Orders to summerise the links between the
cloth regions and other economic regions. Certain general conclusions
may be derived which relate to the directional asymmetry of the migmation
fields for the two cloth regions in the county, but which also have
implications for the analysis of their economic geography for the period
under consideration. The latter will be treated more fully in the
Chapter vhen considering temporal variations,and in Chapter 6 when the
evidence for the other regions of the county are considered.

There was very little movement across the Severn, Within the
county ,bridges existed at Maisemore and at Over. Fording "for those
with more resolution than prudence" was possible between Newnham and
Arlingheam. Ferries existed at Lower Load, near Tewkesbury, the Haw,
six miles above Gloucester, from Framilode to Arlinghsm, Purton to
Purton, Aust to Beachley (the COld Passage) and from Saltmarsh to Port
Scaut (Port Skewett), (the New Passage) (35). Defoe encapsulated the
view of Bveryman. "The sea was 80 broad. The fame of the bore of
the tides so formidable, the wind also made the water so rough and
which was worse the boats to carry over both maen and horse zppeared so
very mean that in short none of us car'd to venture® (36). Only 14
Certificates (total 1,08l) were received in the northern cloth parishes
from the Porest of Dean and the Over-Severn, that ares enclosed by the
Wye and Loden rivers., The pattern for Removal Orders is substantisally
the same as only 18/830 are to these areas. The link with the Dursley
Wotton under Zdge area is even weaker. However, the Severn was also
a major artery of itrade in the eighteenth century. A mid-century
observer commented on the vast quantity of grain, pig and bar iron,
earthenware, wocl, cider and provisions that flowed to Bristol in
return for merchant goods, There had been a recent boom in traffic
and Perry's survey 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 ares 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 opportunities presented by the
area around Stroud.

For the cloth parishes, the dominant long~distance movement was
with the Somerset Wiltshire cloth region of Frame, Bradford on Avon,
Trowbridge and their surrounding villages. The link is stronger with

the Dursley arvea which would have presented intervening opportunities
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Fig 32 MIGRATION TO THE CLOTH REGIONS OF GLOUCESTERSHIRE [Removal Orders pre 1795)
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Fig 33 MIGRATION TO THE CLOTH REGIONS OF GLOUCESTERSHIRE [Removal Orders post 1795]
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in relation to its more economically powerful northern neighbour.
In the difficult period of the 1820's and 1830's, 13.5 percent of
all the extant Removal Orders for the Gloucestershire cloth regions
‘are to the Somerset-Wiltshire region 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 which had been so emphatically expressed by other authors
(38). The absence of Certificates may reflect their unimportance in
long-distance migration, but the evidence of Removal Orders also suggests
that this particular migrastion stream was weak, This is very different
from the findings of Thomas in his study of Poor Law documents 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 wes
dominant during this pericd. Intra-regional movement is most pronounced.
Here is a relatively information rich environment which establishes
major counter-streams tc 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 expected. Only the parishes of
Frocester, Nympsfield, Kingscote and Beverstone separate the Cam and
Ewelme from the Frame Basin. Yet, only 34 Certificates survive from
the southern cloth parishes which originated in the northern area and
only 37 Certificates mark the counter-siream, Less than 10 percent of
the Certificates received in the Stroud area from outside the region
originate in the scuthern cloth parishes. Sixteeen percent mark the
returm flow. The pattern for Kemoval Orders is substantially the
same, Cnly 14 which were issued from the Stroud area to the Wotton
wnder HAdge-bursley region survive for the pre-1795 period and only 21
for the periocd after that date. The reverse flow 1s represented by
37 and bl documents respectively. It would seem that the evidence
from Hemoval Orders was that the flow from north to socuth to seek
employment was more significant, This impression is reinforced when
viewed against their regional population totals, which can be taken as
an index of employment opportunitites, On the basis of Rudder's figures
the northern region had nearly twice the population of the southern
region. This evidence conflicts with that for the Certificates and
the implications of a gravity model. The difference might be
explained by the great economic hardship which the scuthern region

suffered after the mid-~-1820's and the consequent flood of Removal Orders

which these smaller communities would feel obliged to lssue. The
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marginal notes in the 1841 Census details emmigration from Uley,
Wotton under Edge and Kingswood but also from Painswick, Bisley and
Avening.,  Population decrease is mentioned for Dursley, Owlpen, Uley
Cam, Kingswood and Wotton under Edge, all in the southern regiong but
also for Kandwick, Bisley, Minchinhempton, Avening and Horsley (40).
Appendix 6 shows that proportionately the decreases were greater for
the southern region. In Uley the loss of nearly 1,000 people was
attributed to the falling-cff of woollen cloth manufacturing in the
West of England (41). This is in stark contrast to the enumerator
in Kingswood in 1821 who had noted "the flourishing state of the fine
woollen menufacturies 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 is contiguous. The Bouthwolds region would be equally
accessible and equl distant from both cloth areas, but figures 31, 32
and 33 point to a closer orientation to the southern area,

The evidence of settlement Certificates and Removal Orders has
identified in-migration to these cloth parishes in Gloucestershire,
but the existence of Certificates 'from' and Removal Orders 'totallows.
one to examine out-migration for the same area, Unfortunately only
Bastington has a collection of »25 Certificates (43). This is in the
form of a lisbting between 1739 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. Bixty-seven
percent of the out-movement is intra-regional, Twenty~eight percent
went to the nearby Vale below Gloucester. There ig a more substantial
collection of Removal Orders to the cloth parishes. The survival of
»1,000 documents reinforces the general conclusion of Ravensiein that
each main curvent of migration produces a compensating counter-current
(4ppendix 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 Stroud area where over
half the movement before 1795 was 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 data for cut-migration does
show four dominent migration sireams of which only one was significant
for in-migration. this was the reciprocal flow with the Wiltshiref
Somerset cloth region, and again the southern area showed the stronger

link as at least 25 percent of all Removal Orders received
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in that region were from the Wiltshire Somerset c¢loth area. The
three other streams were all urban orientated. terestingly, this
may cast some doubi on the supposed safety and anonymity of a rural-
urban move. It is the difficulty of detectlon in such places that

is regarded as a key pointer to the ineffectiveness of the Settlement
Lews., Chapter L had shown the meteoric expansion of Cheltenham but
the slowing down of that process by the 1840's.  Both phases in its
fortunes are thus recorded in the large number of removals back to
Stroud, Bisley and Painswick in the 1830's. A fifth of all removals
received in this northern cloth area emanated from that source. To
the south of the County lay Bristol, a city of metropolitan standing,
whose port and city hinterland dominated Gloucestershire and much of
Wiltshire and Somerset at this time (44). The 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 way
reflects its imporitance as a centre of attraction, a force that would
become more powerful in the 1830's and 1840's as the cloth industry
suffered major setbacks, Only by using Enumerators® Returns for 1841
to 1871 for the Bristol parishes can this be checkec’i,as the Settlement
Laws become less useful as a source of migration data. The Removal
Orders 'to' also show in the early nineteenth century, an earlier flow
to Londorn. In quantitative terms, this is greater than the in-migration
from London recorded in Removal 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 historic dominance of

London in England's labour market,

C - Migration as & 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~-decsy model in understanding the role of mean information fields
as they relate to the migration process. In central place terms no
allowance 1s made for differences in the information field of any

service centre within a particular catesgory of the seitlement hierarchy.
An isctropic 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 from 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 employment centres (high order centres)

and in so doing, originate in large rather than small settlements.



Figure 36 sumerises the movement that would occur under the marketing
copditions of a Christaller analogue, However, before the usefulness
of such a model can be demonsirated in an eighteenth century context,
it is necessary to establish clearly the nature of the specific

settlement hierarchy.

Figure 36 Migration flow in a central place model
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An eighteenth century setilement hiersrchy, Clark-, in discussing

O

the geographical origin of urban migrants, uses John Adams' 'Index
Villaris® of 1680 (45) and Everitt refers to the revised 'Index
Villarum' of 1690 to supplement the market towns 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). Unfortunately, when Adams 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, Bickinson believes
that size is not an important criterion (48), a view echoed by Carter
wno regards function, in this case market town status, as the only
relisble 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 forestiry 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 in the eighteenth century) are
therefore urban (50). He acknowledges the difficulty of calculating
population, the subjectivity of a threshold figure and the cases when
rapid growth towsrds the end of the century would raise to urban
status a place which had been previocusly nc more than a hamlet or a
village. lore serious is his exclusion of places such as Bisley
exceeding the threshcold population but falling to meet his secondary
criterion. such thriving centres of rural industry, in this case

of textiles, with a large geographic area of dependent cottage labour,
would act as a strong focus for migration opportunity. Law also
excludes a great number of market towns whose population was < 2,500,
Bveritt, referring to the period 1500 to 1640, notes that many market
towns which were in size really villages of limited population (same
300~-400 inhabitants) had very limited fields of influence, but in thet
area played a vital role in the lives of several thousand husbandmen
and labourers (51). Clark would certainly echo the significance

of this observation in terms of mean information fields or the processes
by which the diffdsion of Jjob 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 some 700-1,000 inhabitants to them (53).
Lembert uses an arbitrary figure of 1,000 to define urban status (54).
The 1801 Census replaces a gquantitative measure by the divisions of
tything, parish, town, borough and city, but omits fran urban status
a great many settlements with markets, HNeither Patten, Randall nor
Thomas in dealing with settlement and population actually define the
term towmn (55).

If one accepts market town status as the basis of the urban
hierarchy then those places without that status,the villages and
townships, form the base of the settlement hierarchy. The identification
of higher orders in the hierarchy raises problems., The establishment
of a naticnal 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 surrounding countryside in the late eighteenth and early nineteenth
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centuries. The first innusl Report of the Poor Law Commissioners
in 183%5 sets out the principles that underpin the choice of union
centres

"The most convenient limits of unions which we have found
has been that of a circle, teking a market town as a centre
and comprehending to it those parishes whose inhabitants
are accustomed to resort to the same market, This
arrangment was found highly convenient for the weekly
attendasnce of the parish oificers and some portion of the
Guardians and other auxilisries to good management were
derived from the town itself." (56)

Pierce rightly emphasises the value of this arrangement in that the
same units were noz@g}ly adopted for the collection of vital statistics
required by the 1836{Registration Acts (57). She also refers to

Dr, William Fzxr's evidence to the Select Comnmittee on the Boundaries
of Parishes, Unions and Counties (1868) in which the logic of the
market town as a focus of country l1life was stressed, In fact, the
initial choice of centre was often verified by evidence subsecuently
collected in the field by the assistent commissioners (58).

Carter's work on tihe urban hierarchy in North East Wales for
1831~35 nests market town and Poor Law union centres to indicate the
most importent settlements in the area.(59). It could be argued that
the workhouse was not alwsys in a merket town and that this wuld
distort the classification. Table 16 examines this relationship
within the Gloucestershire Regisiration County. Bach Poor Law union
centre is listed with en indication of its rank in population within
its union at the time of Atkyns, (c. 1701), Rudder (c. 1773) and at
the first Census (18601). It indicates whether it was a market town
in the Index Villarum of 1690 or in kudder's ‘History'. One might
expect that variations from this nested relationship would be most
likely to occur in aress close to expanding urban cenires or in regions
vith rurel mining and menufacturing communities. In Gloucestershire,
only four centres are not in merket 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
wion or the most likely place for the conduct of its business would
not have been in the market town itself. Christmas confirms this
local pattern of Gloucestershire workhouses, emphasising a correspondence
with major nodes, along the devern snd in manufacturing or urban centres
(60). She also shows that pressure groups did operate in the choice
of uniocn centre and its territory. In particular, Lord Redesdale and

the local yeomen were in dispute as to whether Moreton in the Marsh or
Stow on the Wold should be a union centre. Ultimately, Stow did becane
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Table 18 Gloucestershive Heglistration County
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a centre and Lord Redesdale's property formed much of the territory
linked to Shipston -on-Stour (61).

Purther levels in the hlerarchy are diffoult to determine on
the basis of function, Carter has used assize towns,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 town/
country relationships which are implicit in this particular clessification
(62), Directories might provide a possible source of functional
data, but for the eighteenth century there are few which have a
national coverage or are consistent in the criteria used in the
collection of their data. Thus, to identify a consistent national
measure one is forced to use population size as a surrogate for
functional strength in spite of the inadequacy of populsation estimates
and the subjectivity of the threshold figures which 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 category.

Table 19 A settlement hierarchy for the eighteenth century
Viilages
Bl Harket towns
BZ Poor Law union centres
Cl Regional centres
(3‘2 Major regional centres
D London

This classification reguires modification when using the nineteenth
century Removal Orders to allow for the substantial growth of national
and urban population by that time. Between 1751 and 1831 the national
population had increased 129 percent and that of Gloucestershire by

93 percent (64). The two categories of regional centre are therefore
re~defined by populations in excess of 10,000 and 25,000 respectively.
Figures 37 and 36 show the distribution of these major centres in
England and Wales c. 1750 and 1821 (65).
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Fig 38 MAJOR TOWNS IN ENGLAND AND WALES
1820
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Central Place Analysis. For each cloth parish Certificates and

Removal orders were analysed and tabulated in Tables 20, 21 and 22
using the settlement hierarchy established above, The overall
percentage movement in each of the categories is very similar for
categories A, Bl and 182 for both types of document, Cver 93 percent
of all movement occurs in these three classes. However, this conceals
a real difference between the two types of document, In the Certificates,
flows to Bisley, Rodborough and Fainswick from Stroud account for nearly
half of all those extant in the two cloth regions from any Poor Law
union centre, In the Removal Orders, the percentage is 37 and 39

for the pre~l795 and post-1795 period respectively, while there are
links with more than 40 union centres as far awsy as Hay-on-iye,
Caxmarthen, Romsey, Salisbury, Abingdon, Banbury, Shipston -on~Stour
and Wednesbury. 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 from the small market towns and villeges to other
villages, rather than to small market towns in the post 1795 period.
This mey indicaie 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 escsping the system in small villages is
very unlikely. The strong symbiotic relationship of settlements in
the lower levels of the hierarchy is revealed by this strong 'forced'
return flow to the villages., At the other extreme, the emistence of
any counter stream from the Metropolis is negligible.

In the central place model movement is only to be expected upwards
in the hierarchy, but there is little support 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. lMovement fregquently occurs from Poor
Law union centres and market towns to the villages and also, to a lesser
extent,from regional centres to lower order centres. At the higher
levels of the urban hiersrchy only Bristol and Worcester are important
points of origin for migrants to the cloth parishes. At the regional
level Frome 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 comstitutes 1.5 percent of the
Certificates 'to' and 1./ percent of the kemoval Orders 'from', both
before and after the 1795 amendment. These Tables show a rapid

decline in the percentage of migrants as one ascends the settlement
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Table 20

Parish

Kings Stanley

"~ Rodberough

Stonehouse
Cam
Hawkesbury
Kingswood
North Nibley
Bisley
Painswick
Stroud
Dursley

— et e st o

31
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30
26
66

- 110

507
91

26l
176

398

see Table 19 for key.

Migration flows into the Gloucestershire Woollen Cloth Manufacturing

%

5544
55.9
67.6
70.7
58.6

52,6

52,0
43.7
51eds
63.9
57.6

59.1
48.2
621

Region, by Settlement Class.

(Settlement Certificates)

10
24

14
21
16
29
L3
87
28

Migration from
Bl V
% n
17.9 15
22.0 24
12.5 17
8.6 11
30. 4 5
36.8 5
32.0 7
19.2 54
20,1 50
18,1 66
17.7 19
20,8 84
19.7 104
18,0 85

26.8
22,0
35¢4
19.0
10.9

8.8
14.0
35.8
23.4
13.9
12.0

18.8
28.5
13.3

13
17

oON

30

1.7

2.0
1.3
3.3
2.9

10.8

0.2
2.5
be 7

D
% n %
56
109
71
58
L6
1.8 57
50
151
1.9 211
1.0 2 Ooly. 1,80
5.2 158
0.2 L7
1.1 365
1.3 2 0o 3 638
n 1450

hatt
Ny



Table 21 ' Migration flows into the Gloucestershire Woollen Cloth Manufacturing

Region, by Settlement Class. (Removal Orders !from' pre 1795)
A B B, c, c, D
Class Parish  *from' n % n % n % n % n % n %

A Stonehouse 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 L3 6lod 13 18.5 10 1h4e3 2 . 2.9 2 2,9 70

Bl ‘Bisley 5. 54.0 19 19.0 23 23,0 2 2.0 1 1.0 1 1.0 lOO+
Painswick 85 ; 49,4 27 15.7 L2 241 13 7.6 L 2.3 172

B, Stroud 65 65.0 26 26.0 6 6.0 3 3.0 100
Dursley 98 62.8 23 1h.7 30 19.2 4 2.6 1 0.6 156
Summary

118 57.0 54 26.1 29 14,0 3 Lol 3 1.4 207

Bl 139 51,1 L7 18.7 65 23.9 15 L) 1 O 4 5 1.8 272

1332 ’ 163 63.8 L9 19,1 36 14.1 ‘ 7 2.7 1 0.4 256

n 135
+ excludes one document unlocated

see Table 19 for key.
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Class

Table 22

Parish 'from!

Stonehouse
Cam
Hawkesbury
Kingswood
North Nibley

. Bisley

Painswick
Stroud
Dursley

see Table 19 for key.

268

133
160

Migration flows into the Gloucestershire Woollen Cloth Manufacturing

Region, by Settlement Class.

(Removal Orders ‘from' post 1795) -

53.2

63.5

78,9
IR
746
62.6
63.6
68.5
65.0

67.0
61.9
66.9

1 excludes 1 document undated.,
excludes 2 documents unlocated,
(3) excludes 1 document unlocated.

16

13

10
19

52
17
27

1.5
16.7
9.9
12.9
9.9
8.4
7.6
14.6
7+3

13.0
7.9
11.3

13
17

19

18
35
15
21

68

53
36

3046
17.7

8.5
18.8

9.9
1.7
26.5
11.5
19.3

17.0

b7
15.1

W W O =N

%

1.6

2,8
1.2
Ie 5
2.3
2.8

0.8
3.3
2.5

W

1.0
1.4
4.0
1.4
3.6

0.8
4.6

1.6
Lok
2.5

.4

L.,
2.4

2,3
0.9

0.5
0.9
1‘6

62
95
71
101
71
83
132
130
109

400
215
239

850,

(1)

(3)
(3)



hierarchy. Whereas 41.9 percent of the certificated migrants come
to villages from a higher order centre, 3Z2.1 percent came to market
towns and 6.3 percent to Poor Law union centres fram higher order
places. Similarly, within any one level in the hierarchy the percentage
of migrants decreases as the origin increases in sitatus. The Poor
Law union centres do not always conform to this pattern because of
the particular spacing of Stroud and Dursley and their strong links
with nearby settlements. The limited nature of downwmard movement
from higher order centres (Gl status and above) might be interpreted
as support for a central place model, but it could alsc be a function
of the differentisal operation of the Law in favour of migrants moving
greater distances or 1o larger settlements.

The central place model implies that larger places increase their
relative importance as destinations with the size of the settlement of
origin (see p. 23). Table 20 is re~cast to test this hypothesis which
would be supported if the percentage value in each column in Table 23

increased with the hierarchel status of the parish of origin (66).

Table 23 Relative distribution of migration distances

by settlement class 1

Hypothesis : That larger places increase their relative importance
as destinations with the size of the origin.

to (percent)

A B1 .’82 Cl 02 D n
A 31.5 21.0 47.5 838
B;  33.9 25.4 40. 6 283
B, 30,8 38,0 3l.1 273
2
from
Gl e 9 22,0  T73.2 41
CZ 7oe7 30,8 61,5 13
D 100 2

1. Key. see Table 19

At the regional level and above there is some support for this

hypothesis, but the limited extant data and the presence of only



the lower categories of the hierarchy in the cloth 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 hilerarchy., 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. The same hypothesis
relating ’ the 1311 Census data to the post~l795 Removal Orders
"from' exponent gives further support to the null hypothesis, There
is no Jjustification in finding support for the central place model
using the evidence of the Pareto-slope index.

The evidence of Removal Orders '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
proportion of inter-village than town-village movement, compared with
contemporary Removal Orders. The Chi Square test for two independent
samples was used to test this hypothesis using those parishes which ars
common 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 Hemoval Orders, while the dominance of closely
spaced small towns in the woollen districhks increases the downward
moves in the Settlement Certificates. & comparison of Tables 21 and
22 suggests that after 1795 there was an increase in village-village
movement compared with town-village movement in the Removal Orders.

This hypothesis was similarly tested and is statistically significant

176

(71). This suggests that in the period of increased economic difficulty

in the first half of the nineteenth century, the differentiazl effect
on those villages which had much domestic textile work and smaller
mills, was an increase in Removal (rders. 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 very similar if Settlement Certificates and Removal
Orders in Tables 20 and 21 are compared (72). After 1795, village~
town movement increases (73) thus reflecting the continuing process
of reorganisation and urban concentration of the Gloucestershire
woollen industry.

The evidence of movement away from the Gloucestershire cloth
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region (Tables 24 and 25) allows one to examine a wider spectrum of
the settlement hierarchy than 1s present for in-migration. Redford's
work on mid-Somerset and Hégerstra.nd*s in Central Sweden suggest that
for out-migration, movement upwards in the central place hierarchy
would be the norm. Some support is found for this process in this
datae Whereas, 65.2 percent of the town movement to Bisley and
Painswick camgfrom higher order centres in the pre~1795 period,

7le2 percent of the movement awey from these towns was directed
upwards in the hierarchy. 1In the post-1795 period, the percentages
are 79.3 and 82.2 respectively. The pattern for Siroud and Durslsy
is even more pronounced. In the post-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 halfl the removals to Stroud in the posi-=1795 period are
from villages.  Although the differential operation of the Law and
the reorganisation of the cloth industry inflate the volume of such
movement these are nol grounds for ignoring the underlying patiern.
Unlike the data for in-migration, th@$efor out-migration (Tables 24
and 25) do not show a significant increase in inter~village movement
after 1795 (74), though only North Nibley and Hawkesbury have data
for both periods and such a conclusion must be very tentative,
Throughout 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-migration at the village
level is again limited to Just the two parishes noted azbove, but for
both the sarlier period and that after 1795 test values are significant,
thus supporting the general proposition that oub-migration fron the
villages was town orientated (76). At town level, test results
reinforce the greater significance of townward movement for out-migrants.
(77).

Randall follows Olsson in suggesting that, in the centrsl 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 analysed s
there are only 21 Certificates, 11 pre~1795 Removal COrders *from!
and 37 after that date. Town~town movement constitutes 60, 70, and

69 percent of all movement, but the very limited data make this



Table 24 Migration flows from the Gloucestershire Woollen Cloth Manufacturing

Region, by Settlement Class. _(Removal Orders 'to' pre-1795)
A By B, c, c, D
Class Parish ‘ n % n %  n % n % n % n %
A Hawkesbury 18 5643 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
B,  Bisley 13 40,6 10 31e3 9 28.1 32
Painswick 37 40,7 11 12.1 30 33,0 2 2,2 9 9.9 2 2.2 91
B,  Stroud 42 52,3 23 30.3 9 11.8 1 1.3 ’ 1 1.3 76
Summary
40 47,1 20 23,5 18  21.2 2 2.4 5 5.9 85
B 50, 40,7 21 17.1 39 31,7 2 1.6 9 7.3 2 1.6 123
L2 52.3 23 3063 9 11.8 1 1.3 ' 1 1.3 76

n 284

see Table 19 for key,
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Table 25.

Class Parish
A Stonehouse
Cam
Hawkesbury
Kingswood
North Nibley
Bl Bisley
Painswick
B2 Stroud
Dursley
Summary
A
By
By

28
37
L3
S
36
30
55
28

32

178

85
60

Migration flows from the Gloucestershire Woollen Cloth Manufacturing

=Y
N

49.1
67.3
59.7
3Tl
40.9
3063
33.1
33.7
43.2

49.0
32,1
38,2

+ excludes unlocated document

see Table 19 for key.

Region, by Settlement Class,

(Removal Orders 'to' post 1795)

1L

10
23
27
12
20
13

77
32
27

19.3
10.9
13.9
2543
30.7
12.1
12,0
15.7
18.9

21,2
12.1
15.3

14

10
13
10
20
27
11
11

56

47
22

24,6
16.4
13.9
143
11k
20,2
16.3
13.3
149

15.4
177
14.0

Al

= U o W

22
b7
12

12
69
15

c

1

%
1.8
5.5
2.8
5.5
1.1
22,2
28,3
16.9

1ok

33
26.0

8.9

7
11
11
10
10
11
10

29
20
21

97
12.1
12.5
10.1

6.0
13.3
1.5

8.0
7e5
13.4

o 0N U W

11
12
12

545
Saly
5.1
L.2
7.2
8.1

3.0
bo 5
7.6

57
72
91
gg™t
99
166"
83
7l

363
265
157

765

6L1
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distance threshold useless. As a result, the data are dichotomised

at 32 kilometres and this forms the basis of Tables 26, 27 and 28.

The increase in town~tomn flow is clearly represented. In Table 20
such movement constitutes 41.8 percent of the flow, whereas it increases
to 73 percent for long distance Certificate movement, For pre-l1795
Removals 'from' the figures are 42.6 and 65 percent respectively; after
that date 35.3 and 73 peroeﬁf respectively, A comparison of Tables

20, 21 and 22, 24, 25 and Tables 26, 27 and 28 shows that, without
exception,the percentage of village-town movement 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 increased
to 51 percent. Bristol and Cheltenham were the main aﬁﬁracﬁions,but

18 percent of the movement was to London.

Olsson adds two major qualifications to his central place migration
model. PFirstly, variations in population density and the spacing of
settlements might cause deviations from the theoretical patterns as
devised by Christaller. Secondly, the model is

"applicable only to migrants seeking advantages which are
a positive function of population size, Migration to
smaller places, return migrations, compulsory moves etc,;
should not necessafrily conform with the suggested pattern.
Highly specialised labour have alternative migration
destinations only in places where their own Jjobs 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 theory, which 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 goocds and services offered by a cenitrs, In migration terms,
this is translated into migration opportunities which need not be
defined in economic terms, though employment opportunities would seem
to be a major component in such a definition. Movement to places
lower in the settlement hierarchy can only be accommodated if they

are regarded as centres of highly specialised opportunities, In this
context, clothworkers will be considered below, in the seciion on

migration differentials,
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Long distance migration to and from the Gloucestershire

woollen cloth menufactiring region by settlement class

Settlement Certificates ‘tof

Table 26

Class 11 A Bl

A 20 11 3

Bi 23 £ 5

BZ &5 18 11
Teble 27  Removel Orders 'fron'®
Pre 1795

A 11 3 &

51 33 i3 &

z .

82 38 1z 8
Post 1795

A 70 33 &

El Ly 19 &

52 5 26 &
Teble 28  Removel Ordsrs 'tol
Fre 1795

A 10 2 3

B i5 2

B 7 2 2
Post 1795

A £5 23 11

B, 72 ik 7

e
52 53 1z 3
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Summary The limitations of the data are reflected in the

simplicity of the approach adopted in this section. The identification
of a settlement hierarchy is a necessary basis for examining the central
place analogue for migration. Hvidence for townward migration is clearly
shown for the pericd after 1795, especlally for out-movement and longer
distance migration, but that for an upward drift is less evident.

This may result from the diiferential operation of +the Poor Law in

favour of migrants travelling to more distant and larger settlements.
Nevertheless, support for this anslogue 1s very limited in the face of
considerable movements downwerd in the settlement hierarchy. The process
of diffusion of informetion concerning migration cpportunities msy have
same characteristics similar to those expected in a central place model. ,
but this msy be cdincidental, The town-town flow of information is only
part of & 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 Gloucestershire. TFigure 39 reflects & pattern of ine-
formation and migration flow different from that of a central place

model (Fig., 326).

Pigure 39 A model of migration flows in elghteenth century
Gloucestersnire
O village
town
o O

N /‘T
R Y%

O o)

O

D - Migration Differentials. This chapter has concentraited on the

distance and directions travelled by migrants who came within the
administration of the Poor Law, It has been shown that the availebility
of the information was crucial in affecting these aspects of the decision
to migrate, Iigration, 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, cccupation, family history end other
differentials, The following section investigates some of these
personal varisbles which are recorded in the Poor Law documents.

Implicit in this section, is the recognition that, by definition, it

can only deal witk those people who actually migrated and cannot



investigate the rest of the population which either did not migrate

or which fell outside the operation of the Law.

Qccupations. 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 Country, weavers, hatters,
and woolcombers who, as early as 1700, had organised tramping for their
fraternity (80)., Hobsbawm has claimed that "there was & time when
hardly any trade society which provided its members with benefits
failed to adopt it" (81). The tramping system was effective for
organised and apprenticed workers. It was widespread even in the
early nineteenth century, affecting masons, bakers, printers, coopers,
carpenters, paper makers, hatters, curriers and corders. A 'blenk!
or ‘clearsnce' was carried by the artissn to be presented to the local
secretary or relieving officer at a call house where food, lodging and
a small allowance would be provided. If no work was availsble then
the tramp continued, This device created a mbbility and self-sufficiency
in the face of periodic seasonal unemployment. *The main problem to
the artisan would not be the Settlement Laws but craft exclusiveness
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 toc fregquently Certificates omitted
this detail and registers, almost without exception, did the same (83).
Bxeminations carry more frequent references as service and apprenticeship
had an important bearing on Settlement lisbility, 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.
OUnly where such detail exists in the Examination or in the Certificate
carried by the migrant is it possible to mske this distinction. Redford
notes that it was frequently the case in pre-~industrial Bngland, snd in
rural districis sometime after the introduction of the factory system,
for labouring men to have more than one job. Farm lebouring was often
cambined with craft manufacturing to accommodate the seascnal rhythm
associated with both occupations and thereby maximised their labour (84}.
In these circumstances, kedford wished to investigate whether workers

displaced from their trade by technical advances were re-absorbed into



18k

the same industry, either in their own district or in a more rapidly
expanding centre, In essence, would distance or previous industrial
training influence more strongly the decision to migrate in a periocd
when there was still a great deal of mobility between occupations (85).
Some examples of this tendency are found in the cloth parishes.
Edward Haines had been hired as a servant in Stroud in 1734, but

when examined 14 years later, he was a slaymaker in Painswick.

James Gyde learned the itrade of gunsmith from his father and worked
for three years in London before becoming a butcher, Similerly,
Joseph Cocke had been apprenticed a tailor though he had left after
two years because of slack trade and some foriy years later had become
a cordwainer. William Saunders had been hired to a Sapperton yeoman
for a year, but at his examination in 1743 he had become a scribbler
(86). Evidence of similar occupational change can be found in the
other cloth parishes though it is less then five percent of the
ogcupations recorded, Hinchinton notes that occupational specialisation
increased during the eighteenth cenitury. 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 problem is that the
actual description of occupations is imprecise. The categories farm
labourer, labourer, servant and covenant servent may or may not be
SyLONYymous. Some labourers were certainly in husbandry, but in these
documents others were bakery employees, wagoners and road workers.
Similarly, in these documents, covenant servani subsumed domestic
servants, farm labourers, a footman, broadweaver, scribbler and clerk.
In this section, no distinction is made between these four categories
unless the evidence 1s unambiguous. Labourers and clothworkers
constitute 78 percent of all the occupations stated in Appendix 10
znd of these one third are wesavers. 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
mey be a reflection of the lowly position in the setilement hierarchy
of the four parishes. Dursiey 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 identifisble
core and was really an amalgam of hamlets overlooking the Frome Valley
above Stroud. Table 29 analyses the distances which the two main
groups of workers travelled. To eliminate civil status as a variable
each sub~group is ldentified, This analysis suggests that in sll
cases the median distances travelled are greater for labourers than

clothworkers,



Table 29 DUlistences travelled by groups of workers to

selected Gloucestershire cloth parishes

Clothworkers Labourers
a b c a a b c 4
lst quertile 3.8 5el 5.1 be5 Le7 6ol 5.1 5.8
median 6ok 10.6 7.0 7.0 8.3 1l.5 9.5 10,2
2rd quartile el 5006  30.h4 23,7 18.9 39,0 17.1  20.5
n 149 34 93 276 62 16 39 117

source : Appendix 10
unattached males
man and wife
married couple with family
overgll

distances in kilometres

o o Lf
o

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 unmarried
clothworkers who find it esasier to obtain local work. For married
couples and those with families there is no real difference between

the two groups of workers (88).

It has already been suggested that long~distance migration should

be regarded as a response to somewhat different processes compared with

the regular tomm-country interaction of shori- distance movement. In
this data, 24 percent of all the clothworkers travelled long distances
( >32 kms.), reflecting a well defined link with the cloth towns of

Shepton Mallet, Frome and Bradford (89). In fact, 23 of these migrants

were card makers, all of them resident in Dursley and of which 13 came

from Frome (90)., There are also migrant clothworkers from other textile

regions.  Another cardmeker came from Colchester, whilst woolcombers
came from Newbury, and Stoke Fleming (Dartmouth), feltmakers from

Stofford (Yeovil) and Ashton-under-Lune and weavers from Stourbridge,
Worcester and Burford. Some 16.2 percent of the labourers travelled
long distances but there is no evidence of such well defined streams.

Covenant servants came from Bristol, Halesowen and London, but where

185
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farm labourers have been identified with certainty, the majority
originate from the Vale of Gloucester yout very few from the Cotswold
parishes that are no further away. This may support Pelham's
contention that the ‘close' parishes operated against the free
movement of thelr inhabitants so that a reserve of labour would exist
in arable districts to meet the potential shortage of harvest labour
(91). Rudder had noted that farm mergers and conversion to pasture
had caused an outflow of young people from theVale to market towns
and the hill country (92). The data are dichotomised at 32 kilometres
to test the hypothesis that the patterns 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). The conflicting evidence of
these last two tests suggeststhat observed differences may be a function
of chance and further testing in other regions is required, Equally,
these differences may result from the unique situation in the region
rather than as support for a more general s‘ca“;fz’sent on migration
ifferentials.

Within the central plate model of migration, the well defined
long distance stream from Wiltshire and 3omerset cloth regions might
be regerded as =z specialist stream which may move dowawards in the
urban hierarchy (see p. 180). It is true that some branches of the
industry such as cardma‘icing,dyeing and fulling could be regardeéd 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 category grouped as cloth-
workers (Appendix 10) should be regarded as less specialist and a
reciprocity of movement between parishes, irrespective of hierarchal
status, as commonplace. In these circumstances Olsson's specialist
migration sireams canpot be identified with any confidence and this
particular qualification to a central place model of migration remains
untested. IHevertheless, the strong inter-regional movement noted above
suggests that occupational links were important in establishing specific
migration streams in the cloth industry, It has already been established
that distance and intervening opportunity result in Dursley, rather than
Stroudwater, acted as a focus for Somerset-Wiltshire out-migration.
Redford observed that there was but a weak link between the West Country
and the West Riding in the 1840's and that movement from the former area

to Birmingham, South Wales, London and abroad emphasised that movement

was not governed by occupational experience but by distance (94},
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The data for checking this observation lie outside the main study
area and are less useful by mid-century, but there is some evidence
to suggest that such long distance occupational links should not be
completely discounted, Employment for 18 Bisley parishoners was
found in Yorkshire and for 66 in a Shrewsbury flax factory through
the efforts of parish officers (95). There is evidence of a counter-
flow from Yorkshire to Zastington which had been a flourishing centre
in the first 40 yesrs of the nineteenth century (96). By contrast)

there are only 2 removals back to Yorkshire from the cloth parishes (97).

Civil Status. Poor Law documents are more complete in detailing the

civil status of migrants entering the cloth parishes (Tables 30 and 31).
Certificates show that 17 percent of the extant documents sre for
unaccompanied males, 3.6 percent for unacocompanied females, 3.2 percent
for femasles with children, 20.6 percent for married couples and 37.2
percent for families, The single man had no difficulty in being
accepted by ancther parish, but the liability of the family man is
particularly noticeable., The relatively small group of women migrants
cannot be seen as contrary evidence to one of Ravenstein's Laws, but
reflects the hope held by the officers of the parish of legsl 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 awailability of domestic work
or domestic carding and spinning would also militate against female
movement. The wvulnerability 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.

Whereas Table 30 shows the relatively low percentage of certificated
single male migrants, Appendix 10 shows that this group constituted over
half the sample. This discrepancy is noticeable even if the 'and family®
category is regarded as an indication of a fubure state of the single
male. The presence of a large group of single male cowvenant servants,
labourers and clothworkers in Appendix 10 is to be expected in a cleth
manufacturing region, desplte the importance of female labour providing
an important secondary source of income for the family. In Appendix 10
the male dominance of the industry is reflected in that 129 weavers
gccount for a gquarter of all occupations recorded, Rendall'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 Certificates contain such detaill.



Parish

Bisley
Painswick
Rodborough
Stonehouse
Stroud

Cam

Dursley
Hawkesbury
Kingswood
North Nibley

Table 30

Unaccompanied male

Male and child(ren)

MC

32
L5
26
12
3
12
30

h
13

8

213
20.1

Mch

Civil Status of Certificated migrants to selected

parishes in the Gloucestershire Woollen Cloth

1 2
17 19
18 22
2l 12

5 13
22 14

5 1
20 6

5 3

8 1

7 6

131 97
12.4 942

Unaccempanied female, wife or

spinster or unspecified female ptatus.

Pregnant spinster or widow

Widow and child(ren)

female and child(ren)

Unaccompanied child

14y
10
15
12

Manufacturing Region.

MCch F WSp  SpP Wi Wich Wch Ch n
3 4 5 5 '
7 L 1 21 2 1 2 2 151
12 11 7 b] Ly 4 1 L L 2 1 211
I 2 15 3 1 109
1 6 2 5 14 2 1 2 1 71
3 L L 22 4 2 5 1 145
5 3 7 1 2 1 1 . 1 3 59 +
6 1 6 5 3 3 1 6 2 154 +
1 I 2 1 2 1, 46
2 23 1 1 2 57
.2 1 1 8 5 1 3 1 50
T4 45 30 20 168 23 5 13 17 17 8 1060
7.0 4.2 2,8 1.9 15,8 2.2 035 1.2 1.6 1.6 0.8

'and family' or 'wife and family'. Wife 's name not specified
This was often a general format to cover the eventuality of the
certificate holder acquiring dependents who would take his legal
settlement, Styles belief that this format is less common after
1730 as justices were invoking a law of derivative settlement is
broadly substantiated in Gloucestershire. (93) see pege 52. It is
unwise to make any assumption about the civil state of this group
unless the number of children is stated. The existence of this
group reduces the value of any form of statistical testing in which
differences between Removal Orders and Certificates are explored.

otherwise indicated, apprentices are not included.

M
29
36
9
7
22
15
51
10
5
6
n 190
% 17.9
M
MC Married Couple
Mch
Wop
SpP
Wi Widow
Wich
Wch
Ch
Unless
o+

Differences between this table and Table & result for incomplete data. Registers and Documents both used

!
o]
M



Teble 31 Civil Status of persons for whom Removal Orders issued from selected

varishes in the Gloucestershire Woollen Cloth Manufacturing Region.,
Parish M MG lMech MOch B Wop  SpP Wi

Bisley 18 1 5 11 24 13 5 5 3 3 38 8
Painswick 35 36 7 257 25 18 o2 9 7 5 57 1k
Stoneshouse 13 9 2 7 6 & 7 7 1 27 17
Stroud 27 17 6 18 2. 13 16 3 & 2 L5 20
Cem 9 17 15 14 1k 5 5 6 6 12
Dursley 14 38 L2725 20 12 5 9 27 1
Hawkesbury 9 7 1011 9 11 8 5 32 20 12
Kingswood 1 19 2 13 15 16 13 3 L 8
North Nibley 5 17 2 21 14k 12 8 3 3 26 1
n 1hh 17, 29 148 156 121 9 45 L1 13 254 118
% 9.2 1lel 1.9 9.5 10,0 7.7 6.1 2.9 2.6 0.8 16,k 7.5

+ Includes an apprentice.

see Teble 30 for key

Wich
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183
306
112
231
111
23,
107
136
ud
1561
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Wrigley has concluded from the growing volume of family reconstitution
studies of seventeenth and eighteenth century ingland that the young and
single were most mobile and that marriage acted as a constraint to
movement (100). Thus,it would be wise to regard the sub-set of
Certificates recording occupations as having an unexplained bias.

The evidence of Removal Orders is different from that of the
Certificates. The single man forms an even smaller proportion of those
who required assistance., HMarried couples and couples with children
make up 1ll.l percent and 38.8 percent of those for whom Removal Orders
were issueds but the vulnerability of the female and of children is mosit
evident. A third of .+ all the Orders were for these groups and the
lack of evidence concerning migratory females in the Certificates may be
seen more clearly as a differential effect of Poor Law administration.
Pregnant spinsters or widows constitute a particularly vulnersble 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 legal settlement than the
married men with or without a family. These directional hypotheses
are tested and whether the medisn distance or a threshold of 32 kilomestres
is adopted, no evidence is found for regarding civil status as a

significant variable in explaining variations in migration distances (l@l).

Age as a Migration Differential. Lee has hypothesised that there is

a heightened propensity to migrate at certain stages of the life cycle
(Appendix 3). Settlement Certificates do not provide evidence to test
this particular migration differential and one can only subjectively
interpret Table 30 on the basis that the high percentage of umaccompanied
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 32 shows a
preponderance of young migrants ( < 35 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 presence of a large proportion of single men, 50 percent
of all examinees in Appendix 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 the Law is again the critical Tactor. After the 1795 imendment
the cost of removal was to be borne by the issuing authority. Out~door
relief for the married man and his fawily in the parish of residence
would be cheaper than implementing a Removal Order. The single man
could be removed more chesply. Table 31 does not provide support for
this interpretation as < 10 percent of the Kemoval Orders were for.
single men., The variation in unaccompanied females between Table 32
and Appendix 10 is more easily explained. Their occupational status
would be less worthy of comment in an Examination, though the evidence
of Removal Orders would suggest that more than just 9/410 examinees in

Appendix 10. should have been female.

Table 32 Age and Civil Status of Hxamineces in selected
parishes in the Gloucestershire wocllen cloth

manufeacturing region.

1 2 3 4

B P S DBPS D B PS D BPSD n %
65 1 3 2 1 2 1 1 112 ka7
65-50 2 1 2 1 2 b 2 4 1 1 L 2 9.4
L9-35 3 213 1 2 1 8 320 2 b 62 2642
35 937 1 3 613 1 6 937 3 7 618 2 158 61.7
n 76 36 100 Ll 256
% 29.7 141 39.1 17.2
xey
1 single males B Bisley
2 married couples P Painswick
3 couples with children 3 Stonehouse
4 females with/without children D Dursley

Table 32 also shows that whereas li.l percent of the examinees
were over 50 years of age and of these 4.7 percent were over 65, the
1841 Gensus placed 17.3 percent and 6.9 percent of the population of thrse
these four parishes in these two age bands (103), The older workman
was more vulnersble to illness and underemployment thsm the younger
worker and there was a tendency for parishes to remove such people
towards the end of their working lives. In this sense, migration
carmot be seen as a linear process but rather a cyclic one,in which

people are returned to their place of legal settlement after a gap



of many years. The place of legal settlement would then have to bear
the financial responsgibility for the aged and sick, It was this
attitude that rural parishes sought to counter and which ultimately
led to the irremovebility clauses in mid-nineteenth century amendments
to the Poor Law (p. 45). However,it is not shown statistically from
these four parishes that the older migrent was more vulnerable than
any other age group.(104). This need not lead to the dismissal of
the belief that such groups were more likely to be removed, but that

in & period of general economic decline such differences were minimised.

B - Temporel Variations in Migration. The enphasis in this Chapter

has been on the spatial aspects of migration as revealed by Foor Law
documents, but some consideration of temporal variations is also
NECessary. In this context, Settlement Certificates are of a little
value as variations in their number reflect chance survival and FPoor
Leaw administration rather than economic factors, Hemovel 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 &
aggregates the extant Removal QOrders, by quinquennis, for all the
Gloucestershire cloth parishes for which at least 25 documents have
survived. Figure 40 graphs the gquinguennial running means for 25

year periods for the two cloth regions. To aid a visual comparison,
the velues for the southern cloth region have been doubled to weight
the populations of the two regions (105). This was thought desirsble
as no attenpt is made to interpret the volume of movement only its
temporal pattern. The pattern for individual psrishes is shown in
Figure 4l. The unknown and differential survivsl rete of documents
remains a maJjor problem, while the relatively few documents between
1662 and the end of the seventeenth century and again after 1840 may

be explained in terms of the Laws edministration rather than in economic
terms, The economic difficulties of the latter period are highlighted
in the inter-censal population changes (Fig. 18, Appendices 4 and 6) and
reinforced in the marginal notes by the enumerators. It is pot until
1865 that the Union Chargesbility Act wes passed, yet only six Removal
Orders post-date 1850 in the two cloth regions. This discrepancy is
explained by Coode who noted the

"action of the common Board of Guardisns in administering
relief to all the poor of a2ll the parishes, the allowance

of non-resident relief as between the parishes in the union,
the relief in the workkouse made to operate as relief in the
parish of settlement rapidly reduced the occasions of guestion

192
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and actual removal ..... and that lately the privilege

of residential irremovability, though it has raised

guestions innumerable between the seversl parishes in

the unions, has made the cases for removal still fewer

and its effects in this direction must daily increase.” (106)
The 1847 Amendment embodied these changes to which Coode referred,
but it is probable 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 century, especially in
its closing decades, would be reflected in an increased incidence of
movement and subseguent removals, The genersl rise may reflect the
long period of economic stagnation which the cloth industry suffered
fran the late 1720's until the mid 1770's. Competition from a growing
Huropean industry and a levelling off of the Levanti trade under-pinned
this trend,though the Seven Years War (1756~63) brought a temporary
upsurge for military cloth for both the East India Company and the
forces in imerica.(107). The trend for removals in the northern parishes
is dowmward at this time, but the southerm 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 1726 wage provision (108). The
post~war depression in the Stroudwater region was due to the collapse
of the East India Compsny trade (109). Rudder notes that Chalford,
Horsley and Alderley were all in a state of decline at the end of the
decade (110). Chalford was the main centre for this coarse trade,
The 50 years froem 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 imiens in 160%, The northern perishes do show this
slight rise, but on balance, the French Wars brought prosperity to the
cloth areas (111). The interpretation of Figure 40 in economic terms
requires that a distinction is made between the prosperity of the clothier
and that of his employees. The trend of Hemoval Orders is downward for
the war years, but rises steeply after the peace, Yet, in the szme
period and up to 1825, Gloucestershire mill owners continued to rebuild
and enlarge thelr mills as new machinery was introduced. The late
eighteenth century %aw the beginnings of the processes of geographical
concentration and industriel ratiopalisation in the cloth industry.
This coincided with a period of rapid population growth in the Stroud

ares. Chelford and Nailsworth mushroomed with the cottages of weavers
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and spinners (112)., Morris caments that in the period up to 1806
mechinery brought prosperity to both particular towns and particular
clothiers rather than unemployment (}.3.3), 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 (114). Rudge in his
report is sensitive to the effect that the reorganisstion and mechanisation
of the industry had on domestic employment over an area 40 miles arocund
the core region (115). It was this,as much as the lack of water power
noted by Rudder,that was responsible for Tetbury's decline as a cloth
making centre(116).

The peak period of extant Removal Orders is between 1826 and 1830,
which was certainly a periocd of temporary,but major crisis for the |
industry in Gloucestershire (117). The market in South America
collapsed as loans were not made available to the post-revolutionary
governments, In the United States a major tariff rise was introduced,
while at home the fallure 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 (119).
These difficulties also affected the cloth menufacturers of Wiltshire and
Somerset., These latter areas, like Dursley, were particulariy affected
by the American tariff changes which slackened the demand for the
cassimeres upon which much of their prosperity rested. 1t was not only
the handloom weavers who suffered, but alsc other clothworkers,as some
of the capitalists in the Cam and Dursley areas withdrew from trade
while their fortunes remained intact. The Factory Commissioners noted
that in a three year period, prior tc their visit to the area, some 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 {121), 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 Gloucestershire
regions remained high. By 1838 only 13 mills remained active in the
southern region employing 482 operatives. ther north, the first
spate of mill closures occurred in the side valleys of Horsley, Avening,
Painswick, Slad and Nailsworth (123). There were 66 mills in Stroudwater
employing 4,673 operatives, of which 14 mills were in Stroud itself (1,299
workers) and 12 in Minchinhempton (785 workers) (124). In a more

.competitive period mechanisation had now created over-production, over-

investnent and an over-dependence on traditional cloths which the now
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rapid change-cver of firms and mill closures emphasised. Structural
and cyclic unemployment were compounded, The Removal Orders do not
show the full extent of the crisis in the period 1839-49 when 30 mills
closeds By 1856,no mills remained in Dursley or Wotton under Edge and
only two in Uley and a single mill in Peinswick (125). We 4. lMiles,
one of the assistant commissioners investigating the plight of the hand=-
loom 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 (126), Shepherd's mill closed in Uley, in 1837, leaving
over 1,000 unemployed. In the Siroud Union 70 percent of the out-door
weavers had to receive woccasional outside relief in the late 183%0%s,
Bisley was even more severely depressed, Its population in 1831 was
5,896 and in 1838 3,501 paupers were being relieved (127). Many left
for America and Ausiralia, others migrated to the Merthyr Tydfil ironworks
(128). The story is repeated in the southern cloth region as the
marginal notes of the 1841 and 1851 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 asrea during the 1850's,
It was not until some 20 years later that this area entered the long
pericd of contraction in cloth making from which it has never recovered.
The 1861 Census highlights these salad days when employment reached a
peak of 7,050 (129).

This short swmary of the fortunes of the county's cloth industry
is superficial, but de Marmn and Tann both show that the fluctuations in
prosperity were not only freguent but differentially affected firms and
parishes within the two regions (130). The volume of Hemoval 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 (131). The
documents, in general terms, can be used as an indicator of unemployment
which in aggregate reflect periods of economic difficulty. In this
sense they act as a starting point for more detailed investigations.

The reduction in their use in the 1840's, some 20 yesrs before parochial
responsibility for the poor was finally extinguished, is a major drawback
at a time of significant change in the geographical and structural

components of employment opportunities.

F - Summery. This Chapter has attempted to throw light not only upon

the spatial and differentisl characteristics of the eighteenth century
migration process, but inevitably upon the nature of the data scurces

being used.



That short-distance movement was dominant is only a re-statement
of that which has been established by other researchers., The cause
lay in the restricted nature of the working man's mean information field
rather than in restrictions imposed by the Certificate 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 tendency though
an explanation is sought in thet 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 Vest
Country. Shorter distance movement was not without definite streams,
but here personal ties, the system of 'open' and 'close' parishes and
restrictive practices of wealthy areble farmers prove to be of major
significance. The diiferential 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 was proposed. The symbiotic
relationship between market towns and their surrounding countryside at
this time, was not only a function of a servicing role, but alsc a result
of widespread rural manufacturing. Consequently, contrary to the model,
movement domnward in the hiserarchy sppeared frequently.

An examination of the migration differentials of occupation, civil
status and age showed only the latter to be significant, 1lMore 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 emphasises the importance of placing migration
studies within their particular socio-legal environments. Ravenstein
had proposed that females were more migratory than males in shorit-distance
movement, but unfortunately the nature of the data did not allow this
hypothesis to be tested.

Finally, some consideration was given to the vslue of Poor Law
documents as indicators of temporal variations in the economic foriunss
of the cloth industry. The vagaries of parochial administration eliminate
Certificates in this context, but aggregé‘zed Hemoval Orders prove more
valuable for the eighteenth century and up to 1840,

Chapter 6 attempts to gauge whether the cloth parishes generated
special migration patterns and to examine further the validity of Poor

Law data a2s a basis for migration studies. To this end, consideration
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will be given to collections of Poor Law documents in other
Gloucestershire parishes, the findings of studies from other regions
and the evidence from the Enumerators' Returns and Marriage Registers

for the cloth parishes,
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This method was thought to be preferable to that employed by
Sogner (see note 26 Chapter 1) who only distinguishes movement
between contiguous parishes and at the intra-county and inter-
county levels. Ihe sccidents of spacing in relation to the
arbitrary divisions imposed by a county boundary reduce the value
of this classification of movement. The method adopted here)
however, alsc 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
scurce of error. In this thesis the major settlement is used as
the point from which measurements are made in the belief that over
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registers have only 3 duplicate entries for Certificates and 2

for Hemoval Orders. A comparison of the documents and registers
allows 7 Certificates to be identified from the latter but which

sre missing from the documents. Only 8/151 documents are not in
the registers, though the value of the first register by itself,

is very limited as it is primerily a listing of Certificates

without date or place of origin. Fourteen entries from this
collection prove unmappable,

Stroud possesses the largest collection of registered data (470
entries) and only 10/149 documents do not appear in the two registers.
(0v3/5/1-0V3/5/2)
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migration data to estimate the effect of distance as a surrogate

in zssessing the contactis required for diffasion to occur. From
this, a mean informstion field is derived. He is dealing with
rural Sweden where word of mouth contact was crucial. 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 particulerly useful in this study where the diffusion
of information depended very much on the same direct contacts.

Idem (1957), 'Migration snd area', in Hannerberg, D., Higerstrand, T.

and Odeving, B. (eds.) Migration in Sweden (Lund Studies in
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Having calculated the product-moment correlation, it is necessaxry

to test whether the coefficient is significant in statistical

terms, l.e. where the value is so extrems that the probability of

it bhawing occurred as a result of chance in s particular ssmple is
eveluated. Here & = 0,05 and the degrees of freedom are n ~ 2 = 8.
A directional one-tailed 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 C8, 183).

Two assumptions are made.

1, That the transformed data is normslly distributed,

2. That the extant documents are unbiased as a sample of all
the documents issued. This statistical definition of bies
is different from that identified in Chapter 3 and later in
this Chapter, In 2 statistical sense it relates to the
requirement that each item forming the samplelns an equal
probability of being selected. Here, all the extant
documents form the sample from the statistical population
of 21l the documents issued and there is no way in which
the validity of this assumptibn can be verified.

The case of the petitiomers for a new road from Stroud to the City

of Gloucester (1816). G.C.Le J.F.9.12.6.

Turner, G. (1794) General view of the agriculture of the county of

Gloucestershire. Heport to the Board of Agriculiure, 40,

Marshall, W. (1789) Rural economy of Gloucestershire (2 vols; 2nd

edition, 1796; London), vol. 1, 1k

Smith end Halph, op.cit., 95, note that the cost of moving spanish
wool by water from Bristol to Gloucester was 1%d. per cwt. but
from Gloucester to Stroud by road the cost was 3d. in summer and
4%d. in winter.

Rudder, S. (1779) History of Gloucestershire (Circencester), 289
(Bisley),592 (Painswick).

Fisher, P.H., (1871) Notes and recollections of Stroud (London :
Turner), 150,

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 which are tc be msasured.
Here, the Removgl Orders are grouped so that those issued after
the end of the Certificate system in 1795 are not considered.
Bven so, the Certificates and Removal Orders are not stricily
comparsble because both series include some data from pre-1697,
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 socilal change occurred in the
second half of the century to invsalidate their use, A greater

difficulty exists in that Removal 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 Amendment, but an unknown period prior
to it that marks the actual migration. Thirdly, there may be
a bias in the sample that cannot be identified, but probsbility
suggests that the larger the data set the more likely it is to
be representative of the population. Lven the largest collection
of Certificates, some 480, is spread over 120 years. in these
circumstances the use of the Chi Square test and the Kolmogarov-
Smirnov test which bring grester precision tc the analysis, need
to be handled circumspectly.
Hypothesis. Settlement Certificates do not show & more
restricted migration field than contemporary

Hemoval Orders

Critical Accept null
Parish D Value D Value hypothesis
Bisley 0. 23 0.18 X
Painswick C.11 0.1 +
Stonehouse 0,12 0,25 4+
stroud 0. 04 0o 15 +
Dursley 0.07 0.16 +
Hawkesbury 0,12 0, 30 +
Kingswood 00291 0,292 +
North Nibley 0.09 Qs 25 +

x reject 4+ accept

Kolmogarov-Smirnov test. two~tailed test, large samples, & = 0,05
see Siegl, S. (1956) Non-pametric statistics for the behavioural
sciences (Tokyo : Kogekusha), 128-136. A directional one-tailed

test was at first used, but this provided zero results on those

occasions for which the Removal Orders exhibited a cumulative
frequency curve greater than that for the setitlement Certificates;
for this reason the two~tailed tesi was preferred and the
assumption adopted was that in combination with a more restrictive
slope value a clearer picture of support for the initial hypothesis
could be gauged. COccasionally the sample was < 40 which is
regarded as the threshold for large samples, but the alternative
form of the test was not adopted as it was cconsidered that the
cemparability of results from one test was more important. As

the two independent samples were never of equal size it would have
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been even more inappropriate to adopt that form of the iest.

Only movement < 80 kms. was included. This excluded only 1.7

percent of both Certificates and Removal Orders in this hypothesis

as it was felt that the extra calculations resulting from their

inclusion was unwarranted.

Ibid., 136.

Chi Square test. Siegl, op. cit., 104-111. One~tailed test

%= 0,05, &f = 1, Table value X% = 2, 71.  Calculated values -

Painswick X° = 0,02, Bisley X° = 0.05.

Hypothesis. There is no significant distance in the
migration fields shown by Removal Orders 'from',

before and after the 1795 Amendmnent.

(IN-MIGRATTION)
FParish D value Critical Accept null
D value hypothesis

Bisley 0,22 0. 21 x
Painswick O.14 .16 +
Stonehouse Oe 2l 0.26 +
Stroud 0.16 C.18 +
Dursley 0.08 0.18 *
Hawkesbury 0.18 0,28 +
Kingswood 0.13 .27 +
North Nibley 0,16 0 23 +

X reject + accept

Kolmogarov-Smirnov test. see note 20.

Hypothesis. There is no significant difference in the
patterns of out-migration, shown by Removal
Orders ‘to', before and after the 1795
smendment (OUT-MIGRATION)

Parish D value Critical Accept null
D valiue hypothesis

Bislsy 0, 32 0,28 x
Painmwick Qo442 0,18 x

Stroud Ue 29 0o 24 X
Hawkesbury 0, 20 0.29 +

North Nibley 0,17 0o 24 +

X reject +  accept

Kolmogarov-Smirnov test, see note 20
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IfX = 0,10 rather than 0.05 the calculated I value would have

exceeded the table value.
had produced exactly the ssme result as in note 23.

case no zero X value was recorded.

Hypothesis.

Parish

FPre 1795

Bisley
Painswick
Stroud
Hawicesbury
North Nibley

Post 1795

Bisley
Painswick
Stonehouse
Stroud
Cam
Dursley
Havwkesbury
Kingswood

North Nibley

x  reject

.

The one-tailed test originally used
In this

There is no significant difference in the

patterns of in-migration (Removals 'from')

and out-migration (Removals 'to') either
before or after the 1795 Amendment

D value

0.15
0el3
0.04
Q.13
0,27

0,09
0.15
0,13
0,11
0,07
0,06
0013
0012
0.09

accept

Kolmogarov-omirnov test.
See Chapter 2, note 72,
lMann, J, de L. (1971) The cloth industry in the West of England

from 1640~1880 (Oxford : Clarendon Press), 32.

Critical
D value

0.28
0.18
0.21
Q.33
0.25

0o 22
0.16
C. 25
0,22
Oe 24
C.22
0.23
0,20
.22

see note 20,

Accept null
hypothesis

Mo+ o+ o+ 4

ST S S S S A

Yovement 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

documents listed below.

= Certificates and pre-1795 Hemovals *from'.

B Removals 'from' pre~1795 and post-1795

Co Removals 'to' pre~1795 and post-1795

Ge Removals 'from' and Hemovals 'to' pre~1795

8, Removals 'from' and Removals *to! post-1795
Parish a b c a e
Bisley 0,17 11.37" L56" 0,00 0o Ol
Painswick 8,15 0.00 b 72" 0,02 6,85
Stonehouse 0,10 3.08" n/d n/d 0.11
Stroud 0. 46 9. 74 1u.6 0.00 2.75"
Cam n/d n/d n/d n/d 0651
Dursley 0.00 0. 00 n/d n/d 2,38
Hawkesbury  2.48 1.80 G, 07 Q.49 0,00
Kingswood Q.46 2.00 n/d n/4d O i3
North Nibley 0,05 2,31 0,09 2,85% Oolib

statistically significant. i.e. reject null hypothesis.
29, It is of course possible that the results of the X2 test dn
note 26 do not reflect real differences in migration patterns,
but the adoption of the particular threshold of 32 kms. by which
long distance migration is defined. The data were re-worked
adopting 16 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 incressed for

both in-migration and out-migration after 1795.

Parish a b c a e

Bisley 3,517 12,8" 10.9% 0,02 1ok
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 10,27
Cam n/d n/d n/d n/d 0,69
Dursley 1.98 2,20 n/d n/d 0,98
Hawkesbury  0.23 3084 3067 0073 2,14
Kingswood 2.27 0o 183 d n/d 1.03
North Nibley 0.02 6,03" 0.6t 10,47 0,00

¥ statistically significent. n/d no data.
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eds; 5 vols.; Economic History of kngland; London : Methuen),

vol. 3, 219.
Patten, J. (1973) Hural-urban migration in pre-industxial Ingland

(Research papers; School of Geography, Oxford) , no. 6, 23-i,
‘Stroud collection G.R.0. E320a.0V/3/1 - OV3/5/5.

Dursley collection G.C.L. 6200,

stonehouse collection GoR.C. P316.0V3/1 - OV3/l.,

lMoreau, S. (1805) & tour of Cheltenham Spa G.C.L. 10747(2).
Defoe, D. (1724) A tour through England and Wales (2 vols.;

re-printed 1927; London : Dent), vol.2, 40
Perry, G. (1758), Description of the Severn with its navigation
and trade', Gentleman's Magazine 28, 277-8. G.C.L. 4793 BT.62.

Willan, T.S. (1937), 'The river navigation and trade of the

Severn Valley, 1600-175C%, Econ. Hist. Rev. 8, 68-79,

Minchinton, W.E. (1954), 'Bristol - metropolis of the West in the
eighteenth century', Transactions of the Royal Historical Society
L, 69-89.

Wirigley, E.h. (1967), 'A simple model of London's importance in

changing English society and economy 1650~-1750%in Urban Development
(1973) (¥ilton Keynes : Open University), unit 1, 1-35.

Smith, C.T. (1951), 'The movement of population in England and Wales
in 1851 and 1861', Geogrl. J. 117, 200-10,

Thomas, E.G. (1971) The treatment of poverty in Berkshire, Essex
and Oxfordshire, 1722-1834, (unpub. Ph.D. thesis, University of
Lon&on}, 233 et passim.

1841 Census. Populstion Returns and Inumeration Abstract.

Gloucestershire, 99,

loec, cit.

1821 Census. Population Heturns, Answers and Abstract,
Gloucestershire, 357.

G.R.0. P127. OV2/1. 39 Certificates are listed of which only
5 are dated. The register covers the period 1739-1770.
iinchinton, op. cite., 69-89.

Clarke, P. (1972), 'The migrant in Kentish towns, 1580-1640°%,

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

towns 1500-1700 (London : Routledge and Kegan Paul), 132.

Bveritt, A (1967), 'The marketing of agricultural produce', in

Thirsk, J. {ed.) Agrarian history of iingland and Wales (Cambridge

University Press), volel, L466=76.
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England and Wales, 1695', in Glass, D.V. and Eversley, D.5E.C. (eds.)

(1965) Population in history (London : z%moici}.‘ 1868,

48, Dickinson, R.@. (19 32), ‘Distribution and functions of the

smaller urban settlements of East Anglial, Geography 17, 20C.
L9, Carter, H. (1956), 'Urban hierarchy and historical geography.

A consideration with reference to north east Wales', in

Baker, A.R.H, et. al. (1970) Geographical interpretations of

historical sources (Newton Abbot : David and Charles), 271

50. Law, C.M. (1972), ‘Some notes on the urban population of England

and Wales in the eighteenth century', Locsl Historian 10, 10-16.
51, Averitt, op. cit., 476
524 Clarke, op. cit., 132.
53%.  Dickinson, op. cit., 21.
5k,  Lambert, A.M. (1953) Oxfordshire sbout 1800, (unpub. Ph.D. thesis,
University of London), 280.
55, Patten, loc, cit,
Thomas, loc. cit
Randall, Heh. (1971) Some aspects of population geography in
certain rural areas of Bngland during the eighiteenth and early
nineteenth centuries, (unjub. Ph.D. thesis, University of Newcastle).
56. B.P.P. XXXV (1835), 107, 12.
Pierce, op. cit., 47.
57 6 and 7 W, IV, C. 85 and C. &6,

58,  Pierce, op. cit., 55.

5%,  Carter, op, cit., 275.

60, Christmas, B.A. (1974) Administration of the poor law in some
Gloucestershire unions 1815-47, (unpub, M.Litt., University of Bristol),
66=57.

61, Lbid., 115-6.

62, Carter, op. cit., 272.

63, Law, loc., cit.

&li. ﬁeane, P. and Cole, W.A. (1969) British Eccnomic growth 1688-1959

(an ed. (ambridge University Press), 106-22 et passim,.
65. Figure 37 is based on Law, loc. cit. Figure 38 is based on

Chalkin, C@%%?.(E.S}Ti;.) The provincial towns of Georgisn Jngland (London 3

4rnold), 26.
66, Olsson, G.h. (1965), 'Distance and human interaction. A migration

study', Geogr. dnnaler 47B 8, 36.

Randall, op. Cit., 233.
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69.
70.
71.
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73
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75.
76,
7.
78,

24

33,

Spearman's Hank Correlation coefficient. See Siegl, op. cit., 202-11

znd. 264,

r = 0,12 (& = 0,05, n = 10)
r, = 0,08 (@ =0.,05, n=11)
r = 0.18 (% =0,05n=9)
Caleulated X° = 0.7. Table value X° = 2,71, (X = 0,05, af = 1)
2
X = 5,5
2
X5 = 0.00
X° = 5,2
X5 = 0.4
x“ = 9.7
2 2
XS = 3,8 and X° = 24.6
Xz = 305 aI}éL Kz = 78.5

Olsson, Ops. cit., 29.

Randall, op. cit., 233.

Olsson, ops cite., 36.

Hoskins, W.G. (1935) Industry, trade and people in Exeter, 1688-1800

(Exeter Eesearch Group; Meanchester), monograph 6, 58-61,

Hobsbewn, H.J. (1956), 'The tramping artisan', Econ Hist. Rev.

3, 299.

Yorris, J.H. (1934) The west of England woollen industry 1750-1840,

(Unpub. M.Sc. thesis, University of London), 256, notes that there
would be less likelihood in these circumstances, of weavers
appearing in eighteenth century Removal Urders.

Hobsbawm, op. cit., 303-4, believes the system came to an end with
the major economic slump of the 1840's when temporsyy migration
no longer appesrsd as an alternative to the localised effects of
what had become structural uneuplcoyment.

See note 39, Chapter 3.

For Bisley only 25/151 Certificates state occupations. For
Dursley 52/158, Painswick 32/217 and Stonehouse 4/71.

Laslett, P. (1965) The world we have lost (London : Methuen), 16.

Redford, A. (1926) Lebour migration in Englsnd 1800-1850 (2nd ed.

1964, Manchester University Press), 23.
Coleman, D.C. (1955), 'Labour in the English economy of the seven-
teenth century’, in Carus-Wilson, .M. (ed.) (1962) (2 vols.; Essays

in economic history; London : Arnold) vol, 2, 300-~2, notes that

the seasonal demands for industrisl and agricultursl lsbour became
conflictory rather than complementary. The weather affected

transport and water power and thus created slack in both sectors
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of the economy. The inadeguacy of the marketing process and

a consequent inconsistency in the demend for industrial products

could also lead to periods of slack demand for lsbour.

Redford, op. cit., 23 and 35-6.

The Painswick collection is held by the incumbent.

Minchinton, W.E. (1951), 'The begimning of trade unionism in

the Gloucestershire woollen industry', B.G.A.S. XX, 128.

Minchinton is gquoting B.P.P. (1806) II1, 340,

Hypothesis There is no significant difference in the
proportions of labourers snd clothworkers

travelling long distances ( median distance)

X Accept null
) ) . . hypothesis
i Clothworkers and lebourers 6o 3 x
ii  Unattached male clothworkers and ka5 %
Unattached male lzbourers °
i1l Married couples engsged in clothwork 0.01 +
and labouring ‘
iv Pawmilies engaged in clothwork and 1.97 .
lebouring *
%  reject + accept
Median test (Siegl op. cit. p. 111/116) & = C.05 Teble value

X? = 2o {1, one~tailed test,

The alternative hypothesis states that fewer clothworkers
travelled dlong distances
Hypotheses 43 and 4 isolate sub-groups by civil status to remove
the latter as an intervening variable

At Stonehouse, 11 Shepton Mallet weavers were exsmined on the 3rd

of November 180k,  G.R.0. P316. OV3/L.

Dursley collection G.Colia 8200.

See note 49, Chapter 3 and page 43

Hudder, ow. cit., VI~V1iI,

Hypothesis There is no significant difference in the

proportion of long-distence migrants { » 32 kms.)

between clothworkers and lebourers.

L2 ) .
X Accept null
hypothesis
i Clothworkers and lsbourers 2,67 *
ii Unattached male clothworkers and 0.95 +
Unattached male labourers °
iii  Married couples engaged in clothwork 0.00 N
£-3

and labouring

iv  Pamilies engaged in clothwork and
labouring 3,10 X

x  reject + accept

10
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X2 test. &% = 0,05, Teble value X2 = 2. {l, one tailed test.
Hypotheses ii - iv isolate sub groups by civil status tc remove
thelalter as an intervening varisble.
The alternative hypothesis states that more clothworkers travelled
long distances,
94. Redford, op. cit., 48.
95,  B.P.P. (1840) XXIV, 546~9. See G.R.0. PL7/CHL/1.
96. Keys, 4.E. (1955) A history of Bastington (published privately)
GoColia 5319.
97. The Bisley collection contains two Removal Orders to Leeds,
G.R.0L OV3/2/1 - O0V/3/2/3.
98. Randall, op. cit., 202-4.

99 Styles, P.H. (1963}, 'The evolution of the law of settlement?,

University of Birmingham Historical Jourmal IX, 56.

100, Wrigley, op. cit., 1li.
101l. Hypothesis There 1is no significant difference in the
proportions of different civid groups

travelling long distances

median distance > 32 kms
XZ Accept null X< Accept null
hypothesis hypothesis

i Unsttached male
labourer and
- > 1. + N
married labourer 5 0.09 +
with/without family

ii Unatteched male
clothworker and
married clothworker 06 + 1.07 *
with/without family

Test details as in note 93
Ccecupation held constant. Data from Appendix 10.

102, X2 = 14,06 (®:0.,05, Table value X2 = 2,71, one tailed test)

103, 1841 Census. Vol, II Ages. 88-101. Details of age were first
included the 1821 Census, but it was thought unnecessary tc repeat
the question in 1831, These calculations emclude 1li inhsbitants

from Bisley, two from Painswick

£

104, £ = 1.6, whether the data is dichotomised at 50 or 65 years of
o s - P s - . 2
sge and is statisticslly not significant (eritical value X° =

£

2. 71,0 = 0,05, one tailed test., This test excludes Stonehouse

for which no data availsble in the 1841 Census,
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The weighting of population between the two cloth regions

was 1.79 (1771); 1.73% (1811); 2.07 (1841) end 2,21 (18%51).
Obviously the doubling of the figures for the southern region
is very crude. The widening gap emphasises the difficulties
encountered by the Dursley area in the period after 1826,
Coode, G.B. (1851) Report to the Poor Law Commissioners on the

Lew of Settlement and Removal. B.P.P. (1851) XXVI, 159.

Coode quotes the parocchial returns to the Poor Law Board for the
21st October 1850. In the year from Michaelmas 1849, only 840
Removal Orders were issued in Englend and Wales. He also refers
to 13867 memovel Orders being issued in 1849 of which 12,737
applied to inter-union movement. Assuming the existence of 15,535
parishes, less than one Removal Order was issued per parish in that
year. .

Mann, op. cit., 38-9, 51-2.

Minchinton, op. cit.,(1951) 130, 135.

Mann, Op. cit., 49.

kudder, op. cit., 289, 302 and 218,

Marm suggests that on the whole Rudder's view of the state of the
woollen industry was rather sanguine and his memory of the 1740's
and 1750's particularly short. There had been 25 bankrupit cles
between 1736 and 1756.  See Mann, op. cit., 51

Winchinton, op. cit., (1951) 132.

Tann, J. (1967) Gloucestershire woollen mills (Newton Abbot :

David and Charles), 51.

Walrond, L.F.J. (1973), 'Wool, woolmen and weavers' in Hadfield
and Hadfield, op. cit., 19Z.

Morris, Op. cit., 169.

Turner, op, cit., 31. He alsc blames mechanisation.

Rudge, T. (1807) General view of the agriculture of the county

of Gloucestershire Report to the Board of Agriculture. 346 and 351,

Rudge makes specific reference to a concentration of industyry around
Dursley, Wotton under Edge and Northleach, though his examples
suggest that he 1s partly mis-quoting Rudder for the latter place.
See Rudder, op. cit., 579.

Mermn, Op. cit., 53 notes the centripetal tendency as early as the
mié»—eighteent’n century awsy from the villages of North wWiltshire,

The same process was commented on by Davis, T. (1794) Genersl view

of the Agriculture of Wiltshire., Heport to the Board of Agriculture.

215,
Eden, Sir. ¥. (1797) The state of the poor (3 vols. Davisy London)

7



213

Vol. 3, 796-799.

Minutes and swvidence to the Select Committee on Woollen
Manufactures B.P.P. (1806) III, 308.

Herbert, N.M., (1976) History of the County of Gloucester (Pugh, R.B.

series ed; Victoria County History; Institute of Historical
Research, London; Oxford University Press), 53,
Rudder, op. cit., 553, noted a comparable process at work in
Iiserdine,
An analysis of HRemoval Urders for the cloth parishes shows that
58 were to villages in the Wiltshire/Somerset cloth region, 29
were to market towns and 33 to Poor Law unmion centres in the same
region. Ten were to Froane and a further two to Bath, Thess
would represent late eighteenth or early nineteenth century migrants
into Gloucestershire.

116. Rudder, op. cit., 727.

117, Mann, op. cit., 168,

118, Ibid.

119. Ibide, 170 and 175.

120,  First Report of the Factory Commissioners (1833) quoted by Mann
Ope cit., 172.
B.P.P. (1834) XXVIII. Appendix to Report of His Majesty's

Commissioners for the Inguiry into the Administration and

practical operation of the Poor Laws. 619.

Hyett, F.A. (1928) Glimpses of the history of Painswick (Gloucester :
Bellows), 101. A man, woman and child in factory employment
received £1.1s. 334, (£1.07p.), whereas a family of five as outdoor

weavers received 10s.4d. (0.52p.) as they suffered the most from

an overstocked labowr market.

121, 1821 Census. Population returns and abstracts. Gloucestershire.
105,

122, G.R.C. Phia M.T.l. Answers to a guestiormaire by Bisley officers

to the Loan Committee for distressed manufacturers.
123, Teann, op. cit., (1967), Figs. 2, L4, 6 znd 7.
124, BePaTa (1839) ZLIT Heports of the Assistant Commissioners for

handloom weavers, quoted by Morris, op. cit., 188.

125, Tann, J. (1964) Aspects of the development of the Gloucestershire
woollen industry, (unpub. Ph.D. thesis, University of Leicester),

327,
126, B.P.P. (1840) XXIV Heports of the Assistant Commissioners for

handloom weavers, Report of Miles, W. Gloucestershire. Part V, 3632.
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Ibid., 429~33.
Ibid.

These figures are quoted by Walker, F. (1972) The Bristol region

(London : Nelson), 258, they differ from those of Mamm, op. cit.,

220, which are the officisl factory returns.

Gloucestershire
Number of mills Employees
1850 80 6,043
1856 6L 5,409
1861 49 4,687
1867 62 6,368
1870 28 3,848

Marm, ope. cit., 35, Trade in Gloucestershire had been cushioned

in the Spanish War, 1719-21, by the Levant Trade.

Turner, op. cit., 31, found that the fine trade was slack in Stroud,
Whereas its coarse trade for the army and Zast India Company was
buoyant.

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 isoclate. The situation may be analagous to

storm incidente which is obscured by climatic averages.



Chapter 6

Comparative Studies of Migration

The Gloucestershire cloth parishes have been used as the core
of this study, but the evaluation of the significance of the patierns
established in Chapter 5 requires empirical evidence of the Law in
operation in other areas and corroborative studies using different
contemporary data sources, In the first case, Settlement Certificates
and Hemoval Orders will be examined in other Gloucestershire parishes
and reference will be made to the findings of the few pleces of comparable
research that exist in other parts of the country. Where it has been
pessible, data from other resesrch workers have been recast to aid this
comparison. later in the Chapter, anglican Marriage Registers and the
Bnumerators® Returns for the 1851 Census are used, for selected
Gloucestershire cloth parishes, to examine the migration patterns revesaled
by these data sources and te compare them with the patiterns derived from
Poor Law data,

T Poor Lew Migration in other parishes

A = Migretion distances. Teble 33 shows the very uneven survival of

Poor Law documents in the rest of the county, Of the major economic
regions identified in Chapter 4, only Bristol's suburbs in Gloucestershire
Geenct represented, but the number of documents surviving in each of the
regions bears no relationship to the regionsl population and any reference
to inter-regional flows represents qualitative statements sbout direction
rather than the volume of movement. The largest Gloucestershire collection
is for Cheltenham, but the transcription of Certificates for Newark in
Nottinghamshire (1) and for Birmingham (2) provide far larger data sources
which have been reworked to provide comparable evidence. The Newark
data ere purely a listing and the Birminghem study originally uses a
three part distancezoming based on an origin located within the city
(as it wes in 1940), within lorcestershire, Staffordshire and the rest
of Warwickshire and the rest of the country (3).  For both Newark and
the Birmingham data straight line distances are measured to the settlement
of origin and the data aggregated in eight kilometre bands. The marked
positive skew associated with this particular distance/decay function is
agein present. Eighty-eight percent of the movement is restricted fo
<32 kms, in the Gloucestershire parishes and 42.7 percent of the

migrants travelled < eight kilometres. Less than three percent of
the Certificates are from distences greater than 80 kms, These



Teble 33 Cumulative freguency distribution of settlement certificates to
selected parishes in Gloucestershire, Newark and Birmingham,

Distance (< kms, )

Region Parish 8 16 2l 3y LO LG 56 6l 72 80 80 n median
1 South Cerney 31 40 12 46 17 L8 L8 148 18 18 0 z;ﬁi 6.l
2a, Chedworth 35 61 65 70 70 7e 7 72 7 72 1 75 Te b

Chipping Campden 28 52 73 92 96 99 102 102 102 102 b4 106 16,6
Zb Tetbury 27 61 77 8l 9z a5 97 99 102 104 3 107 1h.7
3a Badgeworth 20 26 30 30 20 30 20 30 30 %0 1 31 6.6
Zh Stincheonb 26 29 31 31 52 53 33 33 53 33 0 3% Bel

Berkeley 586 85 95 103 109 110 110 110 111 112 1 113 s
%o Chipping Sodbury 20 27 L5 W5 L7 LB L9 50 51 51 3 Bl 12,2
4 Littledean 3 27 51 33 33 s S Al Al 3l o Bl 12.8

Witcheldesan 28 50 &2 65 69 70 72 72 7% 73 5 78 11.2
5 Westerleigh Ly 55 61 65 66 68 68 68 69 69 5 7h Sels

Wickwar 29 39 42 L2 L6 48 50 50 50 50 1 51 6.7
Ta Cheltenham 80 145 L72 181 184 188 191 196 198 198 3 201 10,2
7o Gloucester 1 9 13 17 17 18 20 21 23 25 1 26 237

Newsxk 165 A55 L96 688 Th3 7k 815 836 Bl 848 Ly 892 20,7

Birminghem

Pre 1697 40 ) 78 86 91 92 9l 94 9. 9l 4 98 7.2
Post 1697 135 283 371 420 451 481 502 518 520 535 77 612 11.6

+  unddentified parish excluded



characteristics are most strongly marked at the village level,

Tgble 3% shows that South Cerney, Chedworth, Badgeworth, Stinchcombe

and Westerleigh have much lower medisn values than those for either
market towns or Poor Law union centres. Littledean, in the Forest of
Dean is the only exception, bub the difference is not very great. In
fact, Gloucester is the only settlement to show rezlly distinctive interw
guartile and median values, Only one Certificate is from within eight
kilometes yet only one comes from beyond 80 kilometres. This high
median value may reflect the pull of the shire town within the county,
but the limited size of the collection may distort this value (4).

Like Gloucester, Newarx and Bilrmingham have a much lowsr proportion of
their in-coming migrants from the ilmmediate couniryside. Of the Newark
and Birmingham migrants, 22,9 percent and 28.7 percent respectively, come

further than 32 kms, and in the case of Birmingham 11.4 percent come from

beyond 80 kms. Here the limitations of the median measure are clearly
revealed, Newark a market town of regional importence within the Trent

Valley has a far higher value then Engiend's fifth largest city in the mid-
eighteenth century.(5). The Pareto-slope values for the parishes in

Table 3% are listed below

Table 34 Bistance-decay function. Setilement Certificates

to selected Gloucestershire parishes, Newark and

Birmingham; using the Pareto-slope function.

Parish b value r
South Cerney ~34 56 ~04 9y
Chedworth ~3,83% -(e 90
Chipping Campden ~3.23 -0, 85
Tetbury ~Zel2 -0, 97
Badgeworth ~3.65 -0, 92
Stincheombe ~3.15 ~0s 85
Berkeley ~3,16 -0.86
Chipping Sodbury “2s Hly ~0. 77
Idttledean ~3e442 -0, 89
Mieheldean =3, 0l ~0, 89
liesterleigh ~3e 35 -0, 80
Wickwar =56 51 -, 92
Cheltenham ~2e G0 =0, 90
Gloucester ~1. 24 -0 57
Newark ~2al7 ~0,592
Birmingham —~24 20 -0, 9l
pre-1697 ~3.52 -0, 89
post-1697 212 -0. 93

for n=10, T values 0,549 are significant (x=0.05, one tailed test)
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The limited migration fields of the villages compared 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 Wickwar reflects
Rudder's observation of a town in decline; a once prosperocus cloth
manufacturing industry reduced to & parlous state, spinning yarn for
Stroud and Chalford (6). Berkeley has a similarly restricted migration
field, and Hudder notes that its market is *so 1little frequented that it
scarcely deserves to be called one' (7). The comparatively high value
for Chipping Campden may reflect its relative isolation high on the
Cotswold dip-slope and the greater accessibility of the market towns
of Lvesham, Shipston-on~Stour, Winchcombe and Moreton-in-the-iMarsh,
Nearby, the market and prospercus silk manufacturing industry at
Blockley provided further competition. The high median value for
Chipping Campden should be seen as a fumction of the relatively large
size of the parish which reduces the percentage of recorded short~distance
moves.  Although Tetbury's importance as a cloth manufacturing centre
had declined both absclutely and relatively by the third quarter of the
elghteenth century, it was still an important commercial centre, set in
an area of agricultural improvement (8). It lay across the important
routes from Stroudwater to Malmesbury and fyrom 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 dominated the Vale of Trent, below
Nottingham, providing the most important bridging point of the river
between Nottingham and Gainsborough. ILike Birmingham, with an equally
low slope value, long~distance migration ( »32 kms.) constitutes a
significant part of all movement, Gloucester and Tetbury share the
seme characteristic.

In Chapter 3 reference was made to Pelham's hypothesis that
the certificate system, by preventing the arbitrary ejection of new-
comers, heralded a period of greater mobility, of movement from greater
distances (9). This proposition is summarised in the Table below. (10)
Table 34 shows that the Pareto-siope changed dramabically between the
two periods either side of the 1697 Amendment. The null hypothesis
that there was no significant difference in the migration patterns of
the two periocds, measured by the number of long-distance migrants was

rejected (11).
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Table 35 Certificated migrants to Birmingham 1686-1726
1686-97 1698~1726

Zone Total Anoual Total Annual
immigrants average immigrants average

Inner 45 3.8 161 5e6

Middle L6 3.8 312 10,8

Quter 7 0.6 Thde 5,0

Total 98 617

from Pelham, 50,

It is 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 townwsard
migration cannot be cquantified, The Certificate system mey have provided
one of the 'necessary conditions' for migration and in this sense greater
mobility mey have resulted. The achbual increases inlertificates noted
by Pelham (12) 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 5
suggests that Certificate carriers were not restricted in the distence
they could travel, which is not to deny that the long-distance migreant
might be encouraged to travel without one, knowing that in a pericd or
need one could be obitained retrospectively. However, if one makes the
assumption that migrant behaviour is essentially one of limited rationality,
direct long-distance migration can only occur if informstion is availsble,
This assumption ignores the reality that some long-disbesnce migration was
the result of a series of shorber moves over az longer period of time,
which cannot be identified from the Certificate slone.,  Birmingham,
already a prosperous town in the late seveniteenth century, entered a
period of substential and sustained growth in the eighteenth (13).

Its population had grown to over 20,000 by mid century and its mesn
information field would have grown to sustain the process of cumulative
caugation which underpins urbsn growth. The expansion of the specialised
branches of metal working (14), the enclosure of its common fields, and

a relative worsening of rural conditions (15), would provide further



‘neceszary conditions' to stimulste a mejor influx of labour.

A comperison of Settlement Certificates and contemporary Removal
Orders, for the non-cloth parishes of Gloucestershire, is restrictezd by
the paucity of extant data. Table 36 sets out the distence patterns
of Removzl Orders from selected Gloucestershire psarishes and Table 37
compares the slope values for Certificates and Hemoval Orders in the
pre~1795 period. It is appropriate to test those hypotheses identified
in the previous Chapter as this may throw some light on the suggestion
that the evidence from the cloth parishes mey need to be trested as a
special case. As in Chapter 5, no significent difference can be
established between the two data sets, thus reinforcing the conclusion
that, in statistical terms, Settlement Certificates had no restrictive
effect on migration distances (16). Furthermore, the separation of
short and long distance migration does not affect these findings (17).
There is an alternative explanation to the one based on the restricting
effect of the Laws of Settlement and demovel. Rudder's comments on the
stagnation of Derkeley have been noted sbove and a similar observation
made of Chipping Sodbury, whose cheese market was in decline, Tetbury
had similsrly suffered from the decline not only of its cloth menufacturing
but its wool and yarn merket (18). Cheltenbam in the mid-eighteenth
century had less than 1,500 populstion (Appendix 4). Stinchcombe, on
the Cotswold Bdge, had no meansg of finishing its cloth and it lost
populsiion throughout the eighteenth century. These five market towns
were all relatively small, three were in decline while Chipping Campden
was relatively isoclated. It is argued that this group presents a very
different picture from the thriving cloth parishes and one would expect
that smaller and economically stagnating parishes to have a very limited
migration field, the effect of which would be to minimise the differences
between distances recorded in Certificates and Hemoval Orders.

The contrexry proposition that the Ceriificate system encouraged
mobility can be tested indirectly through an asnalysis of Removel Orders,
issued before and after the 1795 act, Teble 38 summsrises the frequency
distribution of distances for post 1795 Hemoval Orders and a comparison
of Pareto-slope valuss, either side of the imendment, is set ocut as
Table 39, Unfortunately, only Bitton, Tetbury and Chipping Campden have
data for both periods which reduces the value of any hypothesis tested,
though test results do provide general support for a null hypothesis (19).
The data for out-migration are similarly fragmented. There are no
substantial collections of Certificates 'from' and only Tetbury and

Bitton have Removal Orders 'to! for both the pre~1795 and post-1795 periods.

(Tsbles 40 and 41)
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Chipping Campden
Kenpsford
Tetbury
Berkeley
Stincheonbe
Chipping Sodbury
Olveston

Bitton
Westerleigh
Cheltenham

e 1 undated
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Distance decay function. A comperison of Pareto-slope

values for selected Gloucestershire varishes, for

Settlement Certificstes and Hemovael Orders 'from!

N

Parish

Chipping Campden
Tetbury
Stinchoombe
Berkeley
Chipping Sodbury

Chelterhsam

oo
L3

= 0,05,

o S 3 " da
one-tailed test.

~3.03
2o Sl
=3. 47
=530
-5.10

=2.57

for n = 10 all r values ¥ 0,549 are significant when
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Table 30

Perish 8 16
South Cerney 15 24
Chipping Campden 36 66
Tetbury 30 55
Badgeworth L 29
Slimbridge 13 19
Dymock 20 30
Mitcheldesn 11 20
Bitton L2 57
Leckhampton 19 30
Gloucester 6 23
+ unidentified parish

#

includes one from Ireland

Cumulative frecguency distribubion of Removal Orders 'from!

gselected Gloucestershire parishes, Post 1795,

Distance (. <kns.)

2l 32 4O 48 56 6l 72 80
33 36 Ll L3 43 43 L5 L3
80 90 92 9L g5 96 96 96
7y 92 103 107 109 113 113 113
30 31 32 32 32 32 32 32
21 26 29 29 30 31 51 31
36 39 39 39 39 39 39 39
23 2l 2h 25 26 26 27 27
60 62 63 67 69 70 70 72
38 4b 50 50 51 53 53 53
29 3k Le Ldy 49 55 55 56

o
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ot
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4
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o
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medisn
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11l.2
17.3
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Zable 37.

Distance~decay function, A comparison of

el

'Prom?! before and after 1795, for selected Gloucestershire

U i~
COrISNes,
P Aebubive bbb

Pre-1795 Post-1795

T vt e [ T »2 5 1 T

Parish b! value T bt value T
South Cerney n/d ~3439 ~0, 88
Chipping Campden ~3.03 -0, 81 ~3,26 -0, 91
‘I’@‘t‘(}‘&lry “"{zf.}o 5’; ”“{:}o 96 "“23 96 "'{.}e 827-

~3,39 -0,92 /4
Badgeworth n/d ~3.55 ~0s 94t

Berkeley -3, 38 ~0, 88 n/d

Slimbridge n/d ~2.93 ~0, 86
Stinchcombe -3, 47 -0, 90 n/d

Chipping Sodbury -3%,10 -0, 57 n/d

Clveston ~3e 11 ~Q, 85 n/d

Dymock n/d ~%, 80 -0. 92
Witcheldean n/é —2,62 ~0s 79
Bitton -2 90 -G, GO ~2s57 -0,89
Westerleigh =050 n/d

Cheltenham -0s {ip n/d

Leckhampton ~-3,06 -0, 8ly
Gloucester ~La 5l - 92
Za for n = 10 211 % values ¥ 0,540 are significant

o
P
B
O
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b
5



Table LO

Parish

Tetbury
Stinchcombe
Olveston

Bitton
Westerleigh
Post 1795
Chipping Campden
Petbury
Slimbridge
Bitton

Glouvcester

15

25

Y]
D

s}

16
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Cumulative freguency distribution of Removal Orders 'to' gelected

Gloucestershire parishes, before and after the 1795 Amendment,
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3.8
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Dlistance~decay funchtion. A comparison of Removal Orders

?%Oi

before and after

for selected Gloucestershire

Parish

N o S
LaIpaern

Stincheombe
Clveston
Bitton

W mey - gy 3 ot
Westerleigh

Gloucesier
&K = (0,05 af

21l values ¥

Pre-1795 Post 1795

!';,3* v—;:_;‘}*ue i 11’}! V&iﬁl@ r

n/d | ~2.58 -0, 83

~2.05 ~0e 94 ~2.65 -0, 61
n/d ~3.36 -0, 86

""5.15/ “Oo 88 “*2e 93 ""Qo 89

l’l/d "'29 29 ""{jo 69

= 8 one ftailed test

0,549 are significant.
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From this very limited data, there i1s no support for the hypothesis
that migration distances increased significantly after 1795 (20),
Finally, the Removel Orders 'from'! and Hemoval Orders 'to' are used

to test the hypothesis that the pattern of inwerd and out-migration
are essentially the same,both before and after the 1795 Amendment.

This view is substantiated by the Kolmogarov-Smirnov test and by the
Chi Square test which separates short and long distance movement {(21).
Summary. The re~testing of the same hypotheses from Chapter 5 in
selected Gloucestershire parishes beyond the cloth region, reinforces
the general conclusions of Chapter 5. No evidence is found to support
the view that Certificates affected migration distances, that in and
out migration differed, or that migrstion distances increased after

the 1795 Act. This would suggest that support for the latter proposition
in the Stroudwater region (see page 138) is a function of economic

conditions rather than changes in the Law.

Comparative studies in other regions. There have been few major studies

of migration using Poor Law documents. Melville transcribes 68 documents
for the village of Blewbury in Berkshire (22). Thirtynine Removal Orders
from the village exist for the period up to 17595, Zxeluding two Removals
to London, the furthest is to Upton in Buckinghamshire, sbout 36 kms. awsy.
The medisn distance is 9.8 kums.

Oxley's research is concerned mainly with the administration of
the 01d Poor Law (23) and trests migration superficially. Appendix 11
sbstracts from his thesis data for parishes in the West Derby Hundred of
Lancashire. The different aggregation base used by Oxley makes detailed
comparison with the Gloucestershire data difficult. In the West Derby
Hundred, &5 percent of the Certificates, 71 percent of the Removal Orders
tfrom® and 51 percent of the Removal Orders ‘'tc' come from within 10 miles
(16 kms.). For the Gloucestershire parishes the comparable figures are
92.6, 76.1 and 62.6 percent. The value of Oxley's data is further
limited, in that too few distance categories are used and that the
county and hundred are used as distance categories. Furthermore, one
cannot identify the migreants travelling <10 miles who ordginate in
areas beyond the West Derby Hundred; Salford is a major focus of oul-
migration from Atherton and Lowbon, in the West Derby Hundred, but both
iie within 10 miles of this rapidly growing town. Similarly, Cheshire
accounts for the most significent ocut-county movement, but much of this
lies within the 10 mile zone. The figures guoted can only be regarded

as minima. Using this data two hypotheses are tested.



Firstly, the pattern of migration shown by Settlement Certificates 'to!
would be more restricted than that for Removal Orders ‘from'. Secondly,
in-migration would be more restricted than oubt-migration. In both cases,
the results are at variance with those for the Gloucestershire parishes
(24), but the test data are not strictly comparsble., Firstly, the pre-
1795 Hemoval Orders could not be separated in Oxley's study, Secondly,
the data can only be dichotomised at 16 kms. Thirdly, the paucity of
information makes it necessary to aggregate the data for all parishes,
as on}y Lowton has more than 25 extant documents in the categories being
compared. It was shown in Chapter 5 that when the data for Gloucestershire
was dichotomised at 16 kms., there was a tendency for post-1795 migration
distances to show a significant increase, The inclusion of post-1795
data in the Removal Orders to be compared with Settlement Certificates
is likely to lead to the rejection of the null hypothesis. The validity
of the result of the second test is questioé%duby the lack of clarity in
the data noted sbove and which differentislly affects Removal Orders 'to'.
Hevertheless, the short-distance nature of migration in the eighteenth
and early nineteenth centuries is reaffirmed. EBxcluding Cheshire, with
11 Removal Orders 'from', Yorkshire and Kent each provide two and Dorset,
Flint, Shropshire and Westmorland only one each.

Another major study using these documents is that of Thomas, who
examines the treatment of poverty in Berkshire, Oxfordshire and idssex (25).
These counties were important in the domestic phase of textile production
and it is unfortunate that most of his analysis is gualitative. lMovement
is identified by the separation of extra-county migration from that
originating from within, thus parishes close to county boundaries, like
Newbury, show a higher percentage of out-county moves than parishes more
centrally placed. IMean values are preferred to the median thereby
inflating average distances when compared with those calculated in this
thesis, Further difficulties arise from the calculation of this value
for each parish, the aggregate group to which it has been allocated,
(villages, agricultural and industrial; textile towns; coastal villages
and villages near London) and a separate mean for intra-county and inter-
county movement. Appendix 12 represents the recalculated data from
Thomas' thesis to produce a single mean for each settlement category.
Thomas' calculations show that for all the rural areas in his study the
mean distance was about 6 miles (9.6 kms.) In Oxfordshire, only 12/103
parishes had migration distances,in the Removal Orders, exceeding 10 miles
(16 kms.) (26). Unfortunately long and short-distance movement is not

7

quantified in the study though Thomas acknowledges them as resulting from



229

different processes (27).

The other major study using Settlement Certificates to analyse
migration patterns for this period, is that by Randall, who focuses on
Northamptonshire and Kettering in particular, but alsc uses data from
Reigate, in Surrey, and from those Essex parishes for which at least
100 documents survive (28). Mean distances are again used and the
data 1s aggregated by 3 kilometre bands up to 81 kilometres.  Although
not strictly comparable to the aggregestion procedure used in the present

study, 1t ils possible to calculate the Pareto~-slope value for each parish,

Table L2 Distance decay function. Settlement Certificates

to Kettering, RHeigate and selected Essex parishes

using the Pareto slope funcition

Parish ‘o' value r

Kettering ~2o 4 -0, 84
Reigate ~3.57 -0, 86
Bocking ~2.,92 -0, 80
Braintree ~2,93 -0,83
Castle Hedingham ~3.39 -0, 82
Chelmsford ~2,69 ~0, 82
Chigwell ~3.26 -0,81
Colchester S5t. Botolph -3,33 -0, 83
Colchester St. James ~3.17 -0, 82
Colchester St. Leonards -3 37 -0, 86
Bedham ~-3.08 -0, 83
Earls Colne ~-3. 31 ~0. 8y
Great Bardfield ~34 56 -0, 87
Great Clacton -2019 ~(0, 8lp
Great Coggershall -2.96 -0, 81
Halstead 2o 22 -0, 78
Ingatestone -2, 88 ~0,83
Kirby le Soten -2,56 ~(, 8%
Rayleigh —2. 75 -0, 76
Thorpe le Soten -2,83 ~0, 50
Wiitham ~2e 49 -0, 76

1. Reigate and the three Colchester parishes contain intra-urban
moves which exaggerate short-distance migration,

2o For n = 27 211 r values $0,3%2 are significant when « =0.05 one
tailed test,

o Appendix 13 records Certificates weighted for ring areas. Uata
from Randall op. cit., Appendix 9.2.
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From Appendix 9.3 of Randall's work, one is able to meke an estimate
of median migration distances for the Zssex parishes, which have been
included in Appendix 13 of this thesis, This sllows =z comparison with
the Gloucestershire data in a way which is not possible from the sanme
data reworked by Thomas, The effect of using mean distances can now
be seen in comparing the figures for Chelmsford. Thomas caloulates a
mean distance of 27.7 kms., whereas the median distance is 13%.5 kms,
Bxcluding Colchester, where intra-urban movement exsggerates local
movement, only Great Bardfield has & lower medisn value than Painswick,
which has the highest recorded value amongst the cloth parishes in
Gloucestershire. Several Tactors contribute to the greater migration
distances for the Essex and Berkshire parishes, The pull of London
is much stronger in these counties, (29) end the counter-streams are
particularly noticeable. Of the 138 Certificates received in Reading,
but originsting from outside the county, 55 ate from London., Half the
Removal Orders from Reading were also back to the capital (30)° These
links with London were, in part, the result of specific occupationsal
links in the textile industries, but Rochford Hundred also received
London's 'waste' for its market gardens which in turn served the metropolis.
(31). A further impetus to long-distance movement was the important
coastal traffic. At Wivenhoe, in BEssex, 112/300 Certificates were from
other coastal parishes including Ipswich, London, Chatham, Gravesend and
Whitstable. Hemoval Orders issued from Thorpe le Soken and Kirkby le
Soken were to places as far distent as Newcastle, Blakeney, Sheppey and
Selsey (32).
The data for Eetlering includes both Removal Orders and Settlement
Certificates which allow further testing of the distance hypotheses.
Table 43 sets out the Pareto-slope values for the Kettering data.
These indices are not directly comparable with those for Gloucestershire
as the aggregation process is different and there is no separation of
the pre~1795 and post-1795 Hemoval Orders. Further difficulties arise
from the exclusion of a greater proportion of movement exceeding &1 kms.
and from the unsxplained, snomalous result for Hemoval Orders 'fof,
Other:. differences in technique also restrict direct comparison, Handall
defines long-distance migration as the upper guartile of the migration
stream (55). He zlso combines Certificates 'to'! and Removal Orders 'ito!
in defining in-migration on the grounds that the person concerned in ithe
Order was probably not the person who originally possessed the appropriate
settlement, His contrsry argument, that the existence of a Removal Order

implies an original earlier movement, is closer to the view taken in this
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thesis, One cannot agree with his view that the identity of the
migrant is immaterial (34), as Removal Orders can be usefully matched
with the original Certificate.

Randall concludes from a visual inspection of the cumulative
freguency curves of in-migration and oub-migration and from a Spesrman's
Rank Correlation test {rs = 0.92, 4f = 26, ® = 0,01) that there is no
significant difference in their pattern (35). However, he also cone
cludes that in-migrants tend to travel shorter distances than out-migrants.
¥o allowance is made for the fact that the data set is a sample and not
a statistical population or for the vagaries of survival which must
influence the interpretation of any results. For these reasons, non-

parametric tests have been employed in this thesis.

Table L3 Distance decay function. Pareto-slove

values for Kettering

Category of document bt wvalue T n

<81 kms 281 kms
Removal Orders 'from! -Zo Gl -0, 78 g6 26
Certificates ‘to' ~24 Tl -0, 8l 340 39
Removal Orders 'to! -1,12 -0e 35 51 12
Certificates 'from' ~2s 12 ~0,69 iy 11

Le The calculations are made on the same basis as in Appendix 13.

2o All r values ¥ =0.5L9 are significant, when % = 0,05,

e A11 values 81 kms, are omitted from the calculations,

4e  Data derived and reworked from Randall, op, cit., Tables 9.6 and 9.7
which include 3 post 1795 Removal Orders 'to' (1 also for 1795)

and 4 or 5 post-1795 Removal Orders 'from', (1 also for 1795).

It has been noted above that in the Removal Orders, 25 percent of the
data relate to places » 81 kms, from Kettering, This not only limits
the value of Table 43, but also the results of the Kolmogarov-Smirnov
test, which in this thesis only uses data from within &1 kms. However,
the Chi Square test does make use of the whole data set in the distance
hypothesis. Certificates 'to' are compared with Removal Orders 'from'
and Certificates 'from' with Removal Orders 'to' (37). The rejection

of these related hypotheses suggeststhat, unlike the previous analysis,
Certificates appear ito have a restriciing effect upon migration distances.
An examination of Randall's raw data shows that the inclusion of a very

limited amount of post-1795 data cannot account for this rejection and



further testing is required in other parts of the country to see if
the ketiering data should be regarded as a special case,

The hypotheses related to in-migration and out-migration can also
be tested from the Ketlering data by comparing Eemoval Orders 'fram' and
Removal Orders ‘to' and Certificates 'from' with Certificates "to' (38).
The acceptance of the null hypothesis in both cases, is contrary to the
results obtained by Hancdall and it is possible that the differences in
approach noted above, may be the cause of this discrepancy. It was
decided therefore to retest the hypotheses separating short and long-
distance movement, Hemoval Orders 'from' and Certificates *from' are
combined, as in Handall's thesis, fo define out-migration and Removals
"to! are combined with Certificates 'to! to define in-migration (39).
The data are then regrouped to match the definitions adopted in this
thesis. In both cases Randall's definition of long-distance is used.
No statistical support is found for his view that the pattern of in-
migration was more restricted than that for out-migration (40}.
Summary. The short-distance nature of migration during the late
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries is reaffirmed. Certificates have
been consgidered as affecting migration in two contrary weys. | Firstly,
they have been regarded as a resitricting factor; but the evidence from

Gloucestershire does not provide support for this view. Both Oxley's
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study and that by Randsall show a difference in pattern beitvween Certificates

and Bemeoval Orders. Oxley's date may include z substantial proportion

of post-1795 Removel Urders which cannot be isclated and which mey incresse

the proportion of long-distance movement, though this particular factor

cannot explain the differences between Handall's conclusion and that

suggested in this thesis, It would seem further testing in other regions

is reguired, Secondly, Certificates are regarded as the mechanism by
which mobility was encouraged. Pelham's date for Birmingham were re-
examined and an Iincrease in migration distances was confirmed, though
this does not mean that the trend results from changes in the Law.
The similar patterns for in-migration and out-migration in the cloth

et e I » : 3o e hy e s 5 5 P T 3 vy
parishes, were confirmed in those Gloucesitershire parishes snalysed in

this Chapter and in the datse reworked from Handall's study of Kettering.

B =~ Directional Influences in migration, Chapter 5 showed that even in

short-distence migration directional influences could be identified,
Tebles 44, 45 and L6 show the inter-regicnal flows to Gloucestershire
regions from Certificates and Removal Orders. Despite the paucity of

extant documents movement from the majority of the economic regions of



Table 44 Mipration flows into Gloucestershire by economic region. Settlement Certificates 'to'.

Certificates from

Region 1 22 2b 3a 3b 3¢ 3d L 5 6a 6b 7a Tb  7e  WSC OCV TV L Ct VS WB Mid SDC O© "
1 9 20 2 1 1 1 1 3 10 L&+
2a 1 8l 1 14 1 1 1 6 2 32 24 13 2 179+
2b 15 11 1 L 2 3 11 N 1 1 3 8 1 2 1 3 1 2 107
3a 8 1 17 1 1 1 1 1 31
3b 1 1 3 66 20 1 5 N 5 22 3 2 L 1 3 1 b 146
3c 3 1 9 14 1 3 6 13 1 1 2 54
3d no data :

N 3 N 12 38 3 1 9 2 1 1 1 3 112
5 1 6 ' 6 21 40 3 23 1 2 10 2 2 2 1 1 L 125
6a 3 8 13 31 63 33 2 12 3 708 37 8 21 18 N 2 3 3 14 12 3 1 3 1079
6b 18 22 L 21 %0 13 3, 156 3 3 3 1 2 9 1 6 L 371
7= 31, 118 1 3 8 10 1 1 1 1 L 8 5 3 3 201
7b 2 1 1 3 3 1 2 1 1 L 5 1 1 26
{c no data

N 13 263 56 194 167 117 19 55 78 777 246 13 49 17 129 35 6 9 42 60 71 23 9 27 2479

Key 1 - 7¢ in Gloucestershire Outside Gloucestershire

1 Oxford Clay Vale 5  SBouth Glos. Coalfield WSC  VWilts. Somerset cloth region

2a  North Cotswolds 6a Northern Cloth Region OCV  Oxford Clay Vale in Wilts and Oxen.

Zb  South Wolds 6b  Southern Cloth Region IV -~ Thames Valley

3a Vale of Tewkesbury 7a Cheltenham 1 London

3b Vale of Gloucester . /b  Gloucester ct Cotawolds

3¢ Vale of Berkeley 7c  Bristol suburbs Vs Vale of Severn

3d Over Severn WB Welsh Borders

L,  Porest of Dean Mid Midlands
SDC  South Somerset/Dorset cloth region
0 Others

+ excludes unidentified parish
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Region

1

2a
Zb
3a
3b
3c
3d
4

5

ba
6b
Ta
7o
7c

N

Key

Table 45

Migration flows in Gloucestershire by economic region.

Removal Orders 'from', pre-1795.

1 2a Zb
no data
2 13
2 L 8
no data
1
1
no data
no data
1 2
L. 45 3
L 23
10
no data
no data
5 78 37
see Table L
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2
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73
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Table 46

Region 1 2a 2b

2a 23

b 1 12 10
Ja 4

3b 2

3c no data

34

4.

5

N 10 96 46

key see Table 4/

3a

-]
[ ol el o]

O~y \JT

87

Migration flows in Gloucestershire by economic region.

Rewoval Orders 'from_', post 1795,
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Co\n N

35
66

4

12l

3c

3d

n Ul = oN Ll ol

27

23

29
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62

ba.

i~

10

6b

21
120
17
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Removed to
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11

19

/b Tc
3
1
1
3
1
16
6 1
27 5
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00 UT B b
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N
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7
2
1
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5
10 1
6 1
1
5 3
62 13

SDC

0 N
1 Ly
101

6 121
33
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1 L0
1 27
17 81
15 4L08
14 447
1 54
6 60
62 1448
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the county is identified,

Scuth Cerney, situated between Cirencester and Cricklade, lay
amongst the rich water meadows and pasturelend of the Churn Valley,
which were typical of the QOxford Clay Vele, in Horth ¥Wiltshire, in
the elghteenth century. Its influence was very restricted and migrants
came only from the immediste neighbourhood of the Vale and Cotswolds.,
Chedworth, on a tributary of the Upper Coln in the Cotswolds, has
outside the cloth parishes, the most restricted field of influence in
the county (Table 5&}- Howsver, compared with its neighbours it was
feirly large}but 63%74 Certificates come from these CGotswold parishes,
Two Cotswold market towns are included in the study. Chipping Campden's
isolation has been noted above and is emphasised by the high 'b' value
(= 3.23) whereas that for Tetbury is very much lower (= 2.12), The
highest part of the Cotswold Plateau lies immediately to the south of
Chipping Csmpden and as Figure 42 shows there 1s a major gap in the
migration field from that direction. lMost of its migrants came from

the villages at the foot of the Escarpment, fron the Vale of Iveshan
and the Stour Velley, from Stratiord-on~dvon and Warwick. Christmes
uses both rate books and the evidence of newspsapers to show that Stow-
on~the-iiold, for which there is no significant collection of Poor Law
documents, wes similarly orientated towards Warwickshire and Oxfordshire
(41). Although Teteury had lost some of its importance as a cloth
manufacturing centre 1t waes still sxtremely imporiant as & spinning town
and wool market, It had crested a strong nodal position at the cross-
roads of the important Oxford, Cirencester tc Bath and Bristol turnpikes
with the routes from Dursley and Stroud to Malmesbury and Chippenham,
Its excellent accessibility is reflected in the wide direcitional and
distance orientation of the migranits in Figure 43, but the links with
the two Gloucestershire cloth areas, Cirencester and the Wiltshire cloth
varishes are particulsrly strong.

In contrast to Tetbury,the old merket town of Berkeley lay close
to the Severn and off the main route through the Vele from Bristol to
Gloucester. Here was a town in decline with 1ittle attrszctive force
outside the lower Vale from Thormbury in the south to Brampton in the
north, Table 36 shows only three Removal Orders were issued for
settlements further than 32 kms. There is a very strong link with the

iverine parish of Hinton, but the Severn at this point is over four
kilometres wide and the lack of contact with the Forest of Dean parishes
is most noticesble, Further south in the Vale, Olveston is situated close

to the 0ld Passage, the ferry from Aust to Beachleg,axﬁ.migrants from
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Fig 42 MIGRANTS TO CHIPPING CAMPDEN

{[settlement certificates]
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Newiand, Lydney, Chepstow and Glemorgan are found here. Hudder had
noted the movement of people out of the Vale to the cloth towns and
Upland Country, but the absence of Settlement Certificates or Removal
Orders for these areas in the Berkeley and Slimbridge collections suggests
that there was no corresponding counter-stresm.

The isolation of the west bank of the Severn from the rest of the
county noted gbove is confirmed in the data for Littledean snd Mitcheldean,

dttledean at this time, had yet to benefit from the growth of nearby
Cinderford and its highly restricited migrstion field was confined to the
Forest and the Ryelands into Herefordshire, Mitcheldean, close to the
Hereford, Hoss and Gloucester and Monmouth turnpikes was more important
than Idttledean in the eighteenth century. Beyond the Forest its links
with Herefordshire, Hoss and Gloucester are most noticeable,

The coalfield in South Gloucestershire is respresented by the villages
of Westerleigh and Bitton and the market town of Wickwsr. The latter,
at the northern limit of the syncline, became a mining comunity later
then the other two parishes and the coalfield plays little part in the
movement recorded in its Settlement Certificates. Despite the paricus
state of its cloth industry links with the Dursley region and the
Wiltshire cloth region remain., In fact, all three settlements show a
strong link with Wiltshire which may, in the case of Bitton and
Westerleigh, refliect the atitraction of this ares of thriving mining
and metal industries to a region within which the villages were beginning
to suffer from the reorgenisstion of the cloth industrv. The crucisl
factor in explaining this patitern is the availability of employment and
net the opportunity to use the craft skill that the migrant may have
brought with him. Nevertheless, the Westerleigh Certificates show sane
evidence of occupstionsl links, Nicholas Carter, a coslminer from
Poulton, Somerset, came to the village on a Certificete dated 30th May
168k and William Reynolds a feltmeker, came from Gloucester in June 1700,
The meking of felt hats was concentrated in the parishes of Frampton
Cotterell, Winterbourne, Pucklechurch and Westerleigh in Rudder's time
(Figure 11), Bichard Symonds ceme from Pucklechurch in November 168k

and Willi Thomas with his wife, two children snd an apprentice from

Frampton Cotterell in August 1750 to settle in Westerleigh (42). The
absence of movement from the Cotswold parishes to this area is noticesble.
Vigures b end L5 for Bitton Hemovsl Orders also show that this prosperous
village, helfwsy along the turnplke from Bristol to Bath, had important
directional links with these major Georglan cities.

The evidence for the major urban centres of the county is



Figtt MIGRANTS TO BITTON [removal orders pre1795)
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particularly dissppointing. There are only smsall collections of
Removel Orders and Certificates for the City of (Gloucester, Both

data sets reveal very low 'b* values (Tebles 34, 39 and 41) which would
be expected in a city which was not only the county town, but also a
port and the lowest bridging point of Britain's most important navigsble
river. The post-1795 Removal Orders show the one definable stream of
movement as from the Stroudwster parishes. Cheltenham hes an important
collection of Certificates for this period before it gained significance
a8 a spa bown. Their highly localised distribution is strikings 128/201
Certificates are from the Vale of (loucester and Gloucester itself and
38 are from neighbouring Cotswold parishes. It does not appear
attractive to the cloth parishes though a wesk link to the Midlands is
recorded (Figure 46). Contemporary Removal Orders confirm this picture,
but more interestingly the lack of Hemoval Orders in the post-1795 period,
may reflect not only the vagaries of the survival of these documents, but
alsc the mushroom growth that the town enjoyed in the first helf of the
nineteenth century. Christmas' analysis of the rate books shows a
significant number of Gloucester and Stroud parishoners receiving non-
resident relief in Cheltenham and Gloucester relieving paupers from
Westbury-upon-Severn (43). Of the six unions Christmas anslysed, only
Cheltenham had more non-settled poor compared with those receiving non-
resident relief elsewhere. This in itself is & reflection of the town's
recent growth. In consequence, the 1846 legislation did not adversely
affect this union (see page 45) (k).

Before leaving this exemination of Gloucestershire parishes,
particular reference must be made to the effect that the administration
of the Poor Lew may have had on the direction of movement.  The back-
ground to this theme of 'open' and 'close’ parishes has been examined
in some detail and evidence presented to suggest that such an effect
did cccur. Figures 14 and 15 identify the spatisl distribution of
‘close' parishes using the criteria suggested by Mills and Holderness
and the location of the major collections of settlement Certificates,

The totel lack of coincidence between the two patterns provide farther
support for the view that 'close' parishes may have operated a strict
policy of deterring newconers. Certificates were issued by such parishes
as this would alleviate the rates, but the lack of a collection of any
size of Certificates ia any of these parishes sesems too strong to be
explained by chance, However, as the Certificate, by delinition,
prevented s settlement being effected and coupled with the power of

removal, this differential operation of the Liaw is not entirely convincing



Fig 46  MIGRANTS TO CHELTENHAM [settlement certificates)

_.; . 1from
Ireland
CBukmS —  —  —
// ’\
~
~
o ~
o N
N
@]
@,
€ Cheftenham
migrants 280 kms - - <
- o -~ Q
/ . D
e} 5
/ 3 >
/
I
|
{
1 o}
\
\
A
o}
\
Q
\ 4
-1
‘ ®
<
) Q
‘)‘2'4 490
. Okms 32 .1
- . - Vs

[AN]
A



unless one considers that such newcomers may displace loecal labour
and thereby cause an increase in the rates. 1t has been suggested
that one of the evils of the seitlement system was its drugging effect
on local labour, which endured permanent poverty and pauperisation in
the sure knowledge that in their parish of settlement,support, however
meagre, would be forthcoming (45). Further support for the view that
'close' parishes restricted newcomers is noted by Mills (see page 83)
and mey be seen operating in Gloucestershire as late as 1867. The
Reverend James Fraser noted that South Cerney, with many small land-
owners was able to supply Sharncote, Somerford Keynes, Siddington,
Harnhill, Driffield, Latton, Down Ampney, Kemble and Ashton Keynes.
"Lebourers travel some 3-4 miles daily. South Cerney is an open
parish and its population has been in great measure driven into it
from the surrounding close parishes," (46) (see Figure 16),

There is some evidence to suggest that many parishes did not
freely grant Certificates, Pigure 1li shows the concentration of
‘close' parishes in the North Cotswolds (region 24). Of the 108
parishes in this region there are no surviving Certificates in 40
parishes and only one Certificate survives in each of a further 22. .

In fact, Yanworth, with 10 Certificates has the largest surviving
number for any ‘close' parish in this region. For the 20 parishes in
this region with the grestest concentration of landownership (Table 6),
only 32 Certificates survive and & of these are for one parish, Rendoombe.
One would expect thsat the policy of not issuing Certificates would be
most prevalent in those parishes which suffered a labour deficienay;
those parishes identified by Holderness (Figure 15). However, 31.1
percent of the extant Ceriificates for this same region come from these
parishes, Chedworth, an 'open' parish, has four such ‘*close' parishes
surrounding it, Coln Rogers, Coln 3t. Dennis, Yanworth and Rendcombe,
which provide 30/63% Certificates found there, If one regards this as
a special case derived from the particular arrangement of ‘open' and
felose! parishes,then only 52 Certificates survive for the other 34
North Cotswold parishes defined in Holdsrness' terms, in the absence
of more specific comment in the overseers® papers,in these 'closs!?
parishes,then this evidence cen only be regarded as circumstantial.,

Inevitebly, much of the preceding discussion on directional
influences has dealt with movement over fairly short distances, but
Thomas' analysis emphasises the close relationship between long-distance
migration and the specific streams established through occupational

links, especially those between the textile regions of Southern England,
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In fact, there was little movement towards the northern textile areas
(L. The evidence of Removal Orders shows that the silk industry of
Hast London provéed attractive to parishes in the Essex woollen cloth
ares and to Chieveley in Berkshire, during the last two decades of the
eighteenth century and in the decade following the Napoleonic Wars (48).
#vidence for a counter-gream is equsally strong. Bocking, Brainiree
and Halstead in Essex and Thatcham in Berkshire had silk mills which
attracted Bast End labour in the 1830's (49). This replacement
industry gave a lease of life to these old woollen cloth manufacturing
areas {50). The Certificates for the same Essex parishes show links
not only with London, but also with the Suffolk cloth towns, Norfolk,
Cirencester, Tethury, Keltering, Coventry, Melton Mowbrsy =nd as far
away as Kendal (51). The Berkshire and Oxfordshire cloth ares had
particularly strong links with Gloucestershire and Wiltshire and with
Leicestershire and Northamptonshire. Settlement Certificates reflsct
in-migration until the 1760's and Removal Orders *from' reflect the
decline towsrds the end of the century (52). Rendall's work on
Ketiering, =n important centre of the eighteenth century worsted
industry, provides further evidence of directional links créated by
settlements having similar menufactures. This was not only trus for
differential links within Northamptenshire, but also for the longer
distance, reclprocal movements with the West Country and Hast Anglisa,
Agein, no link is found with Yorkshire (53). Although there is good
reason for assuming, s Bandall suggests, that long-distance moves from
known textile centres imply occupational links, 1ittle actual evidence
is provided to corroborate this suppositicn, except for woolcombers from
Tetbury (54). Randall makes the important point that where a great
number of migrants are coming from textile villages to a major textile
centre, like Kettering, this does noi necessarily imply that a specific
ccpupational link is in evidence, but that the industry would have a
strong influence on the spatial extent and form of that tom's intensive
migration field (55). By idmplication, person to person transfer of
information was of paramount importance, carrying news of opportuniiies

of other work besides that of textiles (56).

C - Migration as a central place analogus, in Chapter 5 g settlement

hierarchy was estazblished which provided the basis for testing the
migration anslogue of central place theory. Tables 47, 48 and 49
ovrovide comparable data for the non-cloth Gloucesiershire parishes
for Settlement Certificates and Removal Orders and for Newark and

Bipmingham Certificates, In this section aggregated tables are of
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Table L7 Migration flows into selected Gloucestershire parishes,

Newsrk and Birmingham, by settlement class, Certificates thot,

A Bl Lg C& Cﬁ D

Parish n % n % n % n % n A n % N
South Cerney 38 792 5 10,4 5 10,4 L8 4
Chedworth 63 86,73 2 2.7 & 11.0 73 +

Badgeworth 27 87,1 2 6.5 i 3.2 1 el 3L

Stincheonbe 20 60.6 7 21,2 5 15,2 1 3,0 3%

Littledean 21 61,7 3 Q.u 8 23.5 1 2.9 1 2.9 Bl

Westerlelgh 57 77.0 12 16,2 3 Lol 1 L.l 1 Lok 14

Chipping Campden 62 584 4. 13 20,3 28 2644 1 1.6 1 1.6 1. 1.6 106

Berkeley &6 76.1 17 15.0 7 6.2 2 1.8 1 0.9 113

Chipping Sodbury 3l 63.0 7 13.0 7 13,0 6 11,1 5

Mitcheldsan 50 6l O 5 6,&. 11 14,1 9 15.5 P 2.6 L 1.3 75

Wickwar 2l L7.1 11 21,6 15 29, L 1 2.0 51

Tetbury 58 Bl 2 19 17.8 25 236 b 3 2e7 1 0.9 1 0,9 107
Cheltenham 138 69,0 13 6.5 37 18.5 10 5.0 2 1.0 200 ﬂ

Gloucester 8 308 3 11.5 11 L2.3 ‘ 7.6 1 %8 1 3,8 26

Sumary 226 77.1 31 10.6 20 10,2 4 Tol 2 0.7 293

256 6307 53 13,1 68 16.9 12 3.0 11 2.7 2 0.5 402

196 63,8 32 10, 4L &2 20,2 13 %12 3 1.0 1 0.3 307

& 30,8 3 11.5 11 205 2 7.6 L 3.8 1 3.8 26

1028

Newark 597 66,9 59 6.6 175 19.6 7 0.8 52 5.8 2 0o 2 892

Birmingham 290 L1.0 66 8.3 274 38.7 35 L9 17 26y 26 3.5 708

Pre 1697 52 53.1 6 6.1 3l 3he7 A bl 1 1.0 1 1.0 98

Post 1697 238 39.0 &0 9,8 240 39,3 31 Hel 16 Zeb 25 Lel 610

+ 1 unlocated g 1 from Eire,
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Lable 'i‘*"&:.

Parish

Kempsford
Stincheonbe
Olveston

Bitton
Westerleigh
Chipping Campden
Berkeley
Chipping Sodbury
Tetbury

Cheltenham

+ L unlocgted
$ 1 undated

Il

20

6

76,9
63.1
705
76,0
The 3
73.0

FARS

7064
6o b
1Y

7645
719
68,6

Wigration flows into selected Gloucestershire parishes by

Pre-1795,

settlenent class, Removel Orders Yfrom'.

B B, c c

1 2 1 2
e} o kel Yo 1 Y n Yo 1L
b 192 i 3.8
7 el 6 7.8
3 {e3 7 1.7 3 fe3
5 10.0 7 14,0
12 11al 9 8.6 1 1.0 5 L&
I 6.0 13 20,6
8 16.8 4 8.2 2 bl
2 Tols 2 7ol L 148
8 10.5 13 17.1 3 3.9 1 1.3 2
1 13 1z 15.5 ! 9e 1
27 8.9 28 T B 1 03 15 5e
1 .1 19 13,7 | 6 he
9 e Y 25 16.53 10 65 1 Ce? 3

3]
®
(62N

2“0

26
77
50
10%
63
49
27
76
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Table L9. dgration flows into selected Gloucestershire varishes by

settlement class, Removal Orders "from'., Pogt-1795,
A B B, C C. 0
- l ‘:E " 1 . 2 N
Class  Parish b2 %o n Yo n % 7 Ya n ! n Jo
A South Cerney 27 613 11 25. & 13,7 Ly
Badgeworth 26 78.8 2 6.1 3 9.1 2 6.1 33
Slimbridge 27 8lio 4y, 2 b 3 9l 32

Dymoclk 28 70,0 1z 30,0 L0
Bitton 60 Tho L 3 3.7 5 6.2 1 1.2 11 13.6 1 l.2 81

Leckhampton 22 40,7 Iy 7ol 10 18.5 16 29,6 2 3.7 5,
By Chipping Campden &l 83,2 6 5.9 7 6.9 5 10 101

Mitcheldean 2l 88.9

A
~d
-1
51
ot

27

%

o~

]

o £
E

.

Ut

O

3
}32 Gloucester 36 61.0 3 5.1 11 18,6 35 Hel L 6
2

Tetbury 77 63.6 22 18.2 i1 el 7 5.6 5 2e5 1 0.8 121

oummary

190 66,9 22 7.7 39 13.7 19 6.6 13 Lab 1 0.3 281,
By 108 8l &y 6 Le7 ) 7.0 1 0.8 L 7.1 126
B, 113 62,8 25 13,9 22 12,2 10 5.6 7 3.9 % 1e7 180

592

% 1 unlocated  #4 1 undated z 1 to Ireland
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less value than in Chapier 5, a8 the seitlements do notreflect a
¢ network in which a greai deal of interaction occurs. This

higher percentage of village-
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village movement which characterises both the Hemoval Orders "from!
(pre~?795) and the Certificates in these parishes compared with those
in Chapter 5. Only six Certificates survive (2.1 percent of the
total movement to villages) from centres of regional status and above,
The greater movement downwards in the hierarchy from Poor lLaw union
centres and market towns’in the cloth parishes,reflects their economic
interdependence as potentlal centres of employment during the pre-
factory phase of manufacturing. The villages in Table 47 would not
have been labour magnets. HNotwi thstanding this cobservation, movement
downward in the hierarchy is present at zll levels, providing further
support for the view that a central place analogue is inappropriate in
this context, Similarly, there iz no clsar pattern of the relative
number of migrants to high order centres increassing with the status

of the origin. (Table 50).

Table 50 Wigration flows to (Hloucestershire parishes

p .
to (percent

A B B, ¢, c, D n

A 32,9 37.3 28,6 1.2 686

B, 26.1 Mwb 28.3 2,65 119

B, 175 39.8 36.3 6.k 171

Lrom C, 129 387 L9 6.5 31
02 11.8 65,0 17.6 5,9 17

D 50,0. 25,0 25,0 L

This table is a re-casting of the data in Table L7 for Settlement

Certificates,

The pattern for Newark is smilar to that of the market towns of
Gloucestershire, but the uniqueness of gecgraphical place is reflected
in the higher percentage of movement from regional centres such as
Nottinghem and Lincoln., Hewark is also within 30 kms. of the FPoor

Law union centres of Bingham, Grantham and Mansfield and these and
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other union centres account for nearly 20 percent of the migrants.
"

£,

The picture is very incomplete as no fur

her work has been done on

the Settlement papers in thils part of dlands, However,
two-thirds of Newark's Certificates relate to surrounding rural parishes
for which it acted as a focal point, but without more evidence, one
cannot show the town's relationship to higher order centres, The
Certificaztes again point to a subsitential movement down the hierarchy,
reflecting the uniquensss of place rather than a geometry of space.

Birmingham provides the only dats for sn urban centre of major
regionsl or national status, It retains its links with an immediatis
hinterland, though the importance of movement from villages to the city
declined in the first cuarter of the eighteenth century. Table L7
emphasises town~town flows, espscially with other regional centres and
London, reflecting an information-rich system and the likelihood of
egually strong counter-streams of out-migranis,

The evidence from Removal Orders shows the same tendencies, The
lack of movement from the highest order centres may be seen as indirect
evidence of a central place snalogue, It was noted in Chapter 5 that
village-village movenent increased in the post-1l795 pericd, but there is
a reverse pattern in Tables 48 and 49. However, only Bitton is common
to both Tables and there is little difference over time, To sggregate
and compare the different parishes in these tﬁo Tables would be meaningless,

Comparisons with the cloth villages can only be tentative though the

higher proportion of village-village movement, already noted above, may
reflect the greater isolation of these non~cloth villages in the eighteenth
centurV,. Five towns are found in both the Removel Orders and Settlement
Certificates and an analysis of village~town and town~town movement shows
a comparable pattern (57), which is in agreement with the findings in
Chapter 5., A comparison between the pre-1795 and post-1795 pericds

also shows 2 statistically similar pattern (58). Only Chipping Campden
and Tetbury are common to both Table& 48 and 49, but the difference in
results compared with Chapiter 5 may reflect the particular economic
changes in the cloth zreas. The genersl townward movenent in the late
eighteenth =snd esrly nineteenth centuries nolted in the cloth parishes

is shown In s comparison of village-villsge movement for in-migration

and oubt-migration. For both the esrlier and the post-1795 periods a

-

ignificant decrease in such movement is recorded for out-migration (59).
At the town level, there is 2 sististicaelly different pattern of oute
migration compared with in-migration in the pre~1795 period. Townward

s

movement, as in the cloth parishes, was greater for out-migration in

both periods, but only Tetbury is common to Tables 48 and 51 (60).



Table 51 Migration flows from selecped Gloucestershire

parishes by Settlement class (Removal Orders 'to')

Lo Pre-1795
A | Bl 152 Gl | 02 | D |
Class Parish n % n Y n Yo n % n % i %

A Stincheonbe 15 55,6 5 18,5 6 222 - 1 3.7 - 27
Olveston 13 50.0 1 3.8 2 Tal 1 B, 8 30,8 1 3.8 26
bi’tt@n 17 5}~}~0 ‘\\.}} b 2 6 ° f) z;+ 1.20 9 8 :.%5. 8) - j)1+
Westerleigh 32 65, 3 5 10.2 3 Teb 1L 2+5 & 16,3 4LE

Total 77 5769 11 Ge 3 L3 9.8 6 e B 25 18,8 1 C.8 133

132 Tetbury 29 Iidie 6 13 20, G 14 21.5 4 6e2 I 6.2 1 Leb 65
2. Post-1795

A Slimbridge 23 Blg iy 11 19.53 L 7.0 5 8. 8 & 10.5 57
Bitton 37 56.9 1 5 b 6.2 - 21 3243 2 3.1 65

Totel 68  55.7 12 9.8 & 6.5 5 bl 27 221 . Lo 1z

B, Chipping Campden 26 5lie 2 7 1.6 5 20,4 g 1044 L 8.3 1 2.1 LS

1321 Tet’bux‘y 33 37Q9 9 3_0.3 22 2503 1L 12;6 & 6¢9 6 6» . 87
Gloucester & 27.6 2 6.9 6 20,7 9 31.0 1 3ol 3 10,3 29

Total Ll 35. 5 1L 9.5 28 2h.1 20 17.2 7 6.0 9 7.8 116

+  one unlocatbed

see Table 19 for key.
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An enslysis of long-distance migration reinforces the conclusions
from Chapter 5 of increased town orientated movement over both space
and time Table 47 shows that 33.1 percent of 211 in-migrants to
Hewark came from towns, but of the 204 long-distance mov&ments)lgé.é
percent are town orientated (Table 52).  Birmingham shows not only
a drematic increase in urban migrents after 1697 but also an increase
from 59 percent to £7.6 percent, if long-distance movements from towns
are separeted from alil movement, Thomss, though not providing a
definition of town, indicsates that town-town movement characiterised
long~distance movement, whereas village-village and village~town moves
were essentially local (61). Tebles 53 and 54 rspresent long distance
movement from the analysis of Removal Orders. Both Tebles show an
increase in urban movement over time and in space relative to all Hemovsl
Orders and an increase in the long-digiance urben orientation of out-
migration compared with in-migration.

Tables 47, 48 and 49 clearly show the towns as collecting centres

for the surrounding villages and an indicaticn that they acted as a

source region for out-migration. Tetbury received 6/ 27 urben migrents
from higher order centres before 1795"&!}{1 25/ 54 after that date, The
separation of long-distance movement incresses this trend to 5/3.(3 and
21/35 migrents respectively. In Chipping Campden 11/17 in-migrents

from urban areas after 1795, came from higher order centres, while

15/22 urbsn out-migrants were moving to higher order centres.,  Again,
long~distance moves increasses these proporfions. Here is some indicasiion
of the step~wise process of migration e}risagea by Havenstein, Redford

end Higerstrand (see pages 23 and 24).

Handall also comments on this process in his work on the Kelbtering
region in which the mesn populstion of settlementis acting as points of
origin and destination is greater for the latter group (62). This is
seen as an important indication of the process, bui the generslisation
is inadequately supported in the examples cited, Rendal 1 only concerns
himself with the four zones that extend up to 1Z2 kms. from Kettering,
an ares in which only one setilement has even half the population of
Kettering itself (63). No evidence of actual upward migration is
therefore presented. HRandsll uses quite small veriations in mesn
popula tion for a sub-group of settlements which has Wellingborough (52
status), Rothwell (Bl) and 51 villages (4) in it. Leaving aside the
problem of using 1801 Census datz and his different definition of ine
migration, the use of small variations in mesn populstion within vwhat
is really one class of settlement is open to question. Randsll

¥ Oﬂd‘;'_; QF(:-Q., tlat dabe, whareas /& Pfowdu.d 3’3“ mvsfoh\‘:s Es "\?Sk\(

ordar canbres P~ 17%s



Tables 52 = 51

Long distence movement to and from selected

Zable 52

Gloucestershire varishes and to Newark snd

Sirmingham

Settlenent Certificates

Glogo:asﬁershire n A Bl Bz Cﬁi 82
parishes
A 18 3 & i 1
B 55 29 .15 2 5
32 53 18 8 11 2 3
C}_ 9 3 1 i 2 1
Newark 201, 109 15 6ip 7 7
Birmingham pre 1697 1z 2 & iy 1
post 1697 202 6l 32 60 8 iz
Table 53  Removal Orders 'from! Gloucestershire parishes)
Pre 1795 n A }31 BZ {}1 {3"2
27 21 1 5
B, 11 7 1 3
B, 27 10 2 & 3 1
Fost 1795
A 45 24 g 8 1 2
Bl 14 7 2 1
Bz 5l 22 i 10 8 7
Table 54 Removal Orders '4o! (Gloucestershire ‘:}arishes)
Pre 1795 n A Bfi 32 G, GZ
A 11 6 3 1
Bl no data
52 16 6 i Iy L
Post 17595
A 26 1% 5 s 6
B, 15 3 2 1 b 4
}:3‘2 53 8 16 10 7

see Table 19 for kev,.
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operationalises Olsson's hypothesis,that the lower the centre is

located in the hiersrchy the steeper will be the interaction siope of

the migrants, to investigate further the validity of the central place
analogue. The Surrey, Hssex and Northamptonshire date are considered
as if they =all belong to a meaningful sub-system of the settlement
hiesrarchy. The intra-city movement in Reigate is included, thereby
lowering the size of 1ts migration field, while three of Colchester's
parishes are treated separately, though again intra-city movement is

also present. The acceptance of the hypothesis is the basis for
Rendall's modification of his initial spatisl hypothesis of migration
(64). In particulsr, rational behaviour and distance minimisstion

are modified to embrace a concept analagous to the multi-purpose trip

of central place theory. Migrants will therefore travel further to
larger settlements, even though a job opportunity exists in a closer,
smaller settlement., This is Justified, in that if there is a failure

to secure the prime opporitunity, higher order centres provide allernatives
that would be denied the migrant in a smaller cenire, The hypothesis

is tested by Spearmen's Renk Correlstion test to measure the strength of
the relationship between parish population in 1801 and a measure of the
slope of the migration field. This relationship is found to be
significant (65), Randall is rightly concerned to exclude the influence
cf a very few long distance migrants, whose inclusion would distort the
slope measurement (66), though one can argue that his 90 percent cubecff
point creates a distance threshold of 4O kms., which may mask those slope
variations he is trying to analyse (67). Randall does cast some doubt
on the validity of the spatial hypothesis derived from central place
theory that an inner and outer zone of migration can be established

(see page 21). He notes that intra psrochial movement cannot be
identified from Poor Law data and,as a conseguence, an inner zone

canmot be established. The distance for the threshold of %0 percent
migration varies from 18 kms. to 69 kms. (68) and in these circumstances
despite 90 percent of the migrants coming from <42 kms., the setting of
any threshold for an outer zone remains arbifrarv. The very rapid
decrease in the number of migrants beyond thet distance and the
concentration of movement within 10 kms., of the origin reinforces Patten's
view that two related, but different migration mechanisms sre at work (see

page 27).



D = Migration differentials,

Occupations.  Although the presence of well defined, long-distance
migration streams could be identified for clothworkers in Chapter 5,
this could not be subs@antiateé,statisﬁically’by the data availsable,
Thomas does not abtempt to gquantify his hypothesis but notes that

“when occupations are mentioned in the Reading Certificates it is almost
always the skilled workers who have moved over the longer distances -
tailors, glovers, combers, weavers, fellmongers, turners, websters,
shoenskers and bricklayers', A similer patiern is reflected in the
Oxford settlement Certificates (69)., To Thomas, this is the cause of
the essentially town-town orientation of long~distance movement (70).
Where there is no direct evidence, Thomas uses the strong circumstantial
evidence of the known importance of the centres as cloth producers (71).
In contrast, although there wes same long-distance movement to London
and the prospercus Essex farming reglons, the bulk of migration for
agricultural labourers was both villasge to village and highly localised
(72).

The list of Newark Certificates contains 85/892 documents with
references to occupations (Appendix 14). The largest group is lebourers,
but the diversity of service employment and craft industry mark the tovms
importance as a market and nodal centre. TFor the 80 migrants, for whom
the place of settlement can be identified, the medien migrstion distance
is 33.9 kms., though the median for the 21 labourers is only 25 kms (73).
The separation of long-distance movement confirms the more localised
movement of labourers (74) snd this is at variance with the findings in
Chapter 5, which isclated one partitular group of skilled workers for
which strong intra-regional flows existed.  Although there is no simple
explanation, 1t is a fact that the labourers and cloth workers identified
in the Gloucestershire cloth parishes and in those fertificates which
contain occupestional data in Newark, travel grester median distances
than that recorded for the rest of the data set,

Pelbam noticed that where occupations are stated, skilled artisans
are in the majority (75). This, in itself, should not be seen as support
for a view that artisans were more likely to migrate than unskilled
workers or that landlords were restricting the mobility of farm labour
(76). Randall suggests that the absence of information on Certificates
for the unskilled, may have been a subtle way of protecting this group
and. thereby increasing their chances of employment elsewhere, 9i/392
Certificates list occupations in the Kettering collection, of which 42
are for worsted workers but only eight refer to laboursrs., For Reigate
96/415 documents contain occupational data, of which 4L are for labourers
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and husbandmen, Randall interprets this contrary plcture by
suggesting that the differences between the two towns are a function

of their employment structure (77). Further support for Randall's
view that these occupations dirvectly reflect dominant functions is
found in the Birmingham data. Pelham notes that in the six percent

of the documents which contalin occupational dsta, the clothing and
building trades are sﬁromgiyyre§reseiééﬁ as they refliect the needs of
an expanding town, but egually importsnt are the staple mebal and
leather trades (78), One should not read too much into this limited
data, especially as Hobsbawn bellieves that the sbsence of particular
categories of workers, amongst in-migranis, reflects the craft exclusive-
ness of the local pecple, In this wey, be explainsg thalt the Newark
Certificates record no single mason, printer or brushmaker and only

one hatber and currier over more than a century (79). It mey be the
seme factor that limits movement in the pre~l1697 period into Birmingham

from other towns (80).

Civil Status. Although the volume of data for Newark in Appendix 14

is restricted, it was decided to test the hypothesis that single males
travelled greater distances than married couples with or without families,
The Chi Square test reinforces the conclusions in Chepter 5 that any
differences are not statistically significeant. However, several other
studies have commented on the differentsil effect of the law on
differing civil status groups and thus the patiern for Hemoval (Urders
should be different from that of the Certificstes, Teble 55 lists the
status of certificated migrants to the non-cloth parishes in
Gloucestershire, Its overall similarity to Table 32 is most striking.
Women are discriminated against, but the single male found it much easisr
to chbtain a Certificate, though the married man obviously reguired its
security. Table 56 draws on Oxley's work and the Newark listing.
The high percentage of certificated married couples and familiss is
correborsted, as is the relative infrequency of male Certificate holders.
The main difference between the Gloucestershire data and that for these
other two sources is the higher percentage of single men in the former
data. The differences may be imaginary as 155/923 Newsrk Certificates
and 33/190 for the West Derby Hundred contain the standard ‘and family'
clause, If these are regerded zs single men then the discrepasncy
between these sources is negligible. Table 57 recasts the Certificate
data for Kettering and bHeigate and produces a comparable picture though

Randsall uses these data for different analyses. Firstly, by using a



Table 55 Civil Status of Certificated migrents to

selechbed parishes in Gloucestershire,

Parish M MG Mch bl Wop  Spp Wi  Wich Wech = Ch n
1 2 3 b 5 5
Bouth Cerney 10 11 7 5 L 3 L 1 I L8
Chedworth 9 19 11 5 i 2 4 7 4 2 1 ‘ 75
Chipping Ceampden 39 26 5 9 I 1 2 1z A 2 1 1 106
Tetbury 17 31 3 13 11 8 2 1 110 3 2 1 2 1 106
Badgeworth 2 10 1 6 k. 2 1 1 1 1 2 31
Stincheombe 12 9 1 2 i 2 Z 1 1 1 3%
Berkeley 20 2l 2 12 12 5] L 2 2 10 5 L L b 113
Chipping Sodbury 26 7 1 L. 3 3 1 1 2 2 2 i 1 5l
Iittledean 12 11 2 2 1 1 U 33 4
Mitcheldean 16 2% 1 12 5 L 2 1 1 5 6 2 78
Westerleigh 12 13 1 16 11 6 2 2 2 2 Tk
Wickwar 7 19 9 3 1 5 2 1 j 51
Cheltenham 25 57 5 31 18 14 12 L L 17 3 1 3 & 201,
Gloucester 6 6 1 2 1 1 L 4 1 26
n 213 266 16 132 88 56 31 17 18 83 L1 8 19 13 21 5 1027
% 20,7 25.9 1.6 12,9 8,6 5,5 30 1.7 1.8 &.1 40 0.8 1.9 1.3 2.0 .5
+ one document not located
# one document multi-named see Table 30 for key

162



$ed

SN

Table 56 Civil Btatus of Certificated igrants Lo

parishes in the West Derby Fundred of Lencashire and Newark

Parish M G lich
Parishes in West Derby Hd. 13 36 1
% 6.8 18,9 0.5 12,6

Newark ag 287 5 126

%  S.6 31,0 05 13.6

(%Y

3.9

B &f&;ﬁp) SpE Wi %émcﬁzz*‘ Weh™ Ch n
5 5
i & 33 1k 2 v Q 190

R

2
2L 3.2 17.4 Tolp 1.1 Le? 1.1

17 9 155 12 L3 6 6 17 15 923
3.08 lo(} 1699 1,5 A{gp&g Oaé 006 198’ 1’6}

N . - . . - (T \ FR o oo SR
includes 46 named married couples and child(ren J» but latter not nemed
F combines Oxley's ‘and children' (ch) 'and fanily' (F)

see Table 30 for key
Oxley combines these categories e Oxley combines these categories source  see note 1 and Oxley, op. cit., 395
Table 57 Civil Status of Certificated Migrents to Reigate and Kettering
. wpq . T« I TR S :
ish it Nch I Wop™  Spb Wi~ Wich ‘Wch Ch =n

Kettering T 8o 122 9

U

Reigate he 107 9
10,1 25.86 2.2 18,

o
)

g
&

includes 2 unspecified in total

combines all data for 'and family!

lich combines all one parent and child(ren)
W combines spinsters and widows

% 20.h 3L, 2,3 11.5

3

gee Teble 30 for key

after Randall, op. cit., 198. Table 8.5

N
o
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differential multiplier for the family unit in each town, he estimates
the migrant populsiion into Kettering and Reigate, Secondly, the
‘and Tamily' group is regarded as an indicator of marital status (82)
and thus 78 percent of the Kettering migrants and &5 percent of those
to Heigate are regarded as families, thereby re-emphasising the
essentially youthful composition of migrants (83). In fact, the

age sslectivity of the group is maintained, even if one adopis the
more realistic approach that the 'and family' group are unaccompanied
males at the time that the Certificate was issued, Randall suggests
that the Certificates reflect probable difTerences in migration
behaviour between single males and single women, The single woman
would be less wmigratory in that her age of marriage is lower than that
of the male, and marviage 1s seen as a constraint in migration
behaviour, The opportunity for domestic employment reduces the
inclination to migrate but the operation of the Poor Law is seen as
the major factor. The vulnerability of women to be returned to their
parish of legal settlement, would, in Randsll'ls opinion, induce them
to move without a Certificate to the towns, especially London, or
where the demand for lsbour was high.(84). Certainly, in the seven-
teenth century, a Certificate might be 2 liability, but it is the
vulnerability of the migrant that the Certificate tried to reduce.
Handall believes that the system favoured those migrants who might

be a potential burden, but it is surely a mistake to include spinsters
in this group (85) and this contradicts the previous statment. 1 may
have been in the spinster's interest to carry a Certificate, but their
paucity for this group suggests that it was not in the interest of
parishes to issue one. Randall concludes that the inherent bias in
the Certificate system prevents fimm statements sbout the differing
migratory habits of single males and females (86), thus reinforcing
the view already proposed in this thesis.

The analysis of 310 Certificates for the Great 8t. MaryChurch

Cambridge, by Hampson, indicates that aspproximately 13 percent of the
migrants were unacconpenied males, 25 percent married couples and over
half were families, About 12 percent of the documents refer to women

and women with children., These figures are not dissimilar to those

o=t

found in other studies, though Hempson's figures for seven other parishes
records a third of the volume related to the last two groups, a figure
much closer to the proportion found in Removal Orders (87).

Table 58 lists the civil status of those migrants for whon Hemoval

Orders were issued from selected Gloucestershire parishes snd from the



Table 58 Civil Status of persons for whom Removal Orders issued from' selected

Gloucestershire parishes and the West Derby Hundred of Langashire.

Parish i e Kch Cah I Wap Spl Wi Wich Weh Ch n
1 2 5 4 5 5
South Cerney g & 1 7 % 1 2 2 1 28 2 3 65
Chedworth b 4 L 2 7 2 1 Z 15 1 2 U5
Chipping Campden 20 23 1 31 15 7 6 5 5 2 30 3 2 3 10 L 167
Kempsford 6 6 & 3 1 2 1 11 1 1 2 38
Badgeworth 5 7 1 6 A 5 A 1 12 2 1 1 1 50
Tetbury L5 22 1 27 14 18 7 L 4 3 L1 12 6 10 6 11198
Berkeley 6 L 5 b 6 4 3 1 1 9 2 ke 2 £ 53
Slimbridge 3 3 1 4 L 7+ 1 7 5 1 1 5 L L1
Stinchecombe 3 7 2 6 14 5 2 1 5 5 24 & 1 5 3 82
Chipping Sodbury 3 3 1 3 b 1 8 1 1 5 30 .
Olveston 5 13 5 5 i 1 1 13 3 1 b 5 2 63
Dymock & N 1 8 2 3 1 7 9 1 Lo
Mitcheldean 6 7 iy 6 6 2 1 7 1 3 2 45
Bitton 16 L 3 6 & 7 & 8 P 1 29 7 8 10 7 132
Pucklechurch 2 & 1 1L L 1 L 2 6 2 1 2 i 25
Westerleigh 17 15 4. L7 11 3 6 4 z ) Z 20 7 1 ' 7 Lo 128
Wickwar Vi 2 2 2 11 2 “ 3 1 52
Cheltenham 6 6 9 6 11 L 5 1 22 3 3 b b 8
Leckhampton 8 7 1 2 k. 4 5 5 2 7 1 4 7 I 54
Gloucester 11 8 1 b 6 & 1 1 2 8 3 9 3 2 63
n 162 168 26 151 117 g8 5l 31 Bl 19 312 56 35 57 79 40 L1437
G 1i.3 11,7 L8 10,5 a1 6.8 3.8 22 2. 1.3 2le7 3.9 2e3 L0 5.5 2.6
Wlest Derby Hundred Y n 13 13 2 10 4 12 I 5] 2 & 32 1 22 Lo 145
% 9.0 9.0 Lok 6.9 2.8 6.3 2.8 3. L.k b1l 2201 19.7 15.2 2,8

+ includes one apprentice
¥  from Oxley op., cit., 396 and 397 (combines pre and post 1795 Hemoval Qrc‘m:m)

see Yable 30 forkey
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West Derby Hundred of Lancashire. [Here there is less ambiguity over
the civil status of the person(s) to be removed.  About one tenth of
these paupers were single men, & similar proportion married couples,
butl the most vulnerable group were families and women, without or with
children, For the Gloucestershire parishes, 33,5 percent and 25.6
percent fell into these last two groups and for Oxley's study 37.4
vercent and L/ percent respectively, The percentages shown in Table
58 closely reflect those for the cloth parishes in Table 33, but Oxley's
study underweights the proportion of families subject to removal and
shows a greater percentage of women, without or with children. This
latter study is limited fto the snalysis of 145 documents and should
therefore be treated with caution (88). Dorothy Marshall's analysis
of the Yuarter Session papers for Cambridgeshire for the period 1699-

1749 is shown in Taeble 59 (89).

Table 59 Civil status of persons listed in Cambridgeshire

Quarter Session Removal Orders, between 1699-1749

Period M ¥C and Sp Wi Wi/ch Ch N
MC/ch
1699-1715 17 63 33 12 14 23 162
1716-32 33 81 L2 12 0 41 209
1736-49 16 80 31 21 0 13 161
N 66 224 106 45 14 77 532
% 12.4 42,1 19.9 8.5 2.6 1he5

See Table 30 for key

These figures are notdirectly camparable to those used in this study as
married couples are grouped with families., Nevertheless, the major
categories are similar, with the exception of the very large group of
pauper children, which may be a refleciion of the source used by Marshall,
which by its nature emphasises cases where litigation over settlement

had occurred and in which minors woula largely figurs, Hampson analyses
1,155 Removel Orders for Cambridgeshire for the period 1665-183l,

though the majority are for the nineteenth cenitury. Single men made up
one seventh of the total but single wanen some LO perxcent of which 86
percent were pregnant (90). Body's work on 26 Dorset parishes included
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1,122 Removal Orders for the pericd 1760-1834. Of these, 27 percent

were for spinsters, of which 7 percent were pregneant and 41 percent

for married couples with families. Unmarried men were least affected

gh

and non-rasident relief no doubt saw them through temporary difficulties.

i, - . PR .
ﬁummazg. ihe analysis of Removal Orders and Certificates reinforces
the findings for the Gloucestershire cloih parishes, These documents

tell us more about the differentisl operation of the Law of Settlement
and Removal than about migration differentisals, The sge selectivity of
migrants is confirmed, though cccupation, sex, and civil status are not
seen in this study as significant factors in affecting migration
distances., Furthermore, the short-distence nature of the great majority
of moves masks any possible differences in the disfances such groups

migrate,

Volume of migration. Randaell, has used Certificates 'to' and *from'

Rettering to meke an estimate of the volume of migration. He acknowledges
that although the law encompassed the grest majority of people, many
migrents would not have used the Certificste system, Nevertheless,

he caloulates that the symual average number of Certificates was L for
in~migration snd 2.3 for oag—zﬁgratzon and that the average number of
persons for sach lertificate wes 3. On this basis, he postulastes that
6 people leave and 12 enter Kettering annuslly, and that for a total
town populetion of 3,000, this would represent 180 Certificated migrants
and a 6 percent decennisl turn-over of population. Purther assumpitions
are made. Firstly, that baptisms and burisls sre equal in mid-century,
and secondly, that 900-1,000 zre likely totals for any dscade and that

thirdly, the population of Kettering at mid-century wes similar to that

40 percent turn-cver

w

in 1801 (about 3,000). These assumptions produce
of population (92), which he regards as conservative on the basis of the
well known Clayworth and Cogenhoe data (9%).  Thus, 50 percent is
adopted and certificated migrants account for . about | one third of
the migration siresm (94}. Randall's view that such figures are
speculative camot be challenged. The evidence from Gloucestershire
would suggest that the celeculstion of the volume of migration from
Settlement Certificates is a most dengerous exercise, Firstly, the
relationship between the extant data and the nuwber of Certificates
issued remain unknown. Secondly, an annual average total based on the
very wide variations throughout the century is less useful than the
adoption of the mid-century figures themselves, Thirdly, the rapid
change in population towards the end of the ceniury mskes it unsafe to

use the 1801 Census figure as a mid-century estimate,
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Randall proceeds to test two hypotheses. Firstly, that there is
a positive correletion between the number of Certificates received in
a centre and the population of that centre in 1801, Secondly, the size
of the population of a centre is proportional to the average number of
in-migrants, expresscd as & percentage of the population, Whereas as
the first hypothesis is accepted the second is rejected (95). In fact,
the relationship is inversely proportional, though Randall fails $o
reslise fully that this is to be expected within the operstion of the
Law, the effectiveness of which diminished with the sige of the centre.
The first hypothesis wes adopted for ftesting in the Gloucestershire
cloth parishes using kudder's population estimates and Randall's findings
are confirmed (96). However, the test has omitted 15 cloth parishes for
which there were {25 extant documents. Randsall noted seriocus deficiendes
in this respect, in the rursl parishes around Ketiering, btut they sare

omitted from his calculations. (97).

B - The trestment of time, Handall, in examining Lee's theory of

migration (Lppendix 3), also hypothesises that the rate and volume of
migration would increase during the latter half of the eighteenth
century as economic develcpment and assoclated changes in the transport
network helped to surmount intervening obstacles (98). In more genera
terms, this relates to Lee's hypothesis 'that unless severe checks are
imposed, both the volume and rate of migration tend to increase with
time!? (é@penéix 35 hypothesis lf), Handall, aware of the difficulties
of measuring volume, operationalises this hypothesis by aggregating all
the Essex data for Settlement Certificates into quingquennis (1?01~9G)
and calculating slope exponents, the values of which should decresase
over time as migretion distances incresse, An Ty value sgualling

-y

0.0361 is not significant (99). Randall omits the first decade of the
century and a retest produces & significent result at the 90 percent
level (100), He suggests that the greater migration distances in this
first decade, which resulted in the rejection of the initial hypothesis
might be attributed to parish officers, at the place of legsl settlement,
becoming increasingly reluctant tc issue Certificates for long-distance
migrants as the cost of removal fell to that parish, o evidence is
provided to support this sssumption while it is impossible fto test
statistically the data in the form in which Handall presents them, to

see 1f there was a significant difference in migration distances between

£ e

the period 1701-10 and later. Rendell isolates 90 percent of the

migrants to calculate the slope exponent, but in the process limits his



cbservation of distances to a maximum of 69 kms. (mean 40.3 kms., median

o

36 kms,) which are esentially short and medium distances and, by definition,

omit the longsr distances which might prove significant. The Pareto
values, which in fact do not measure average distance, are themselves
mathematical abstractions, in that zll the Hssex parishes are grouped
together irrespective of destination. The aspparent objectivity in
using quinguennia mey not only create differences but alsc mask others,
Randall rejects this approach for an analysis of the changing fortunes
of the Kettering worsted industry as the proposed three phases would
creste groups too small for analysis (101). Consequently, on the
basis of cumulative percentage frequency distribution of migration
distances, he modifies his initial hypothesis that the expansion of the
industry in mid century would be accompenied by en expansion of the
migration field (102). Given that there sre 397 Certificates for
Kettering, the following datsa can be derived from the cumulative

percentage freguency table in Randall (Table 10.4)(103).

Table 60 Kettering Migration distances
Period short dong n
1697-1740 135 (110) 36 (61) 171
1741-1770 127 (121) 3 (9) 130
1771179 76 (72) o (6) 78

l. long distance > 81 kms.

figures in parentheses are based on the use of 33 kms. as the
threshold for long distance to match as closely as possible
that used in this thesis.

[\
»

Chi Square test shows, that lrrespective of the definition of long-
distance, in Table 60, there was a significant and unexplained reduction
in the migration f£¥ld in midecentury (104). However, Rendall's
hypothesis that there was a further contraction of the migration field
accompanying the decline of the industry is not supported statfistically
(105).

Finally, to test the validity of treating time as a constant,

Randall compares the slope values for the Essex parishes with those

derived from the quinquennial aggregation of the same data. He concludes

that the greater fluctuation of the parish values, compared with the



temporal ones, provides support for this approach in which the
Settlement Certificates for any one parish are regsrded as a meaning-
ful data set, in which time is held constant (106). It is this
approach that underpins the analysis of Certificates in this present

study.

Ii, The Hvidence of Maryrispe Hegisters,

1

It was suggested in Chapter 1, that the usefulness of the Poor

Law documents, for the siudy of migration, could only be fully
established if comparison was made with other contemporery sources.
Anglican Registers provide the most Imporitant single source for such

a study in pre~indusirial England. Recent developments in research
technique have extended the gnalysis of Registers from relatively simple
aggregation technigues and the derivation of corude rates and trends to
computer-assisted methods of family reconstitution (107). It is beyond
the scope of this thesis to reiberate, in any deteil, the problems
associated with the different spproaches or those inherent in the
Hegisters themselves., A limited exercise in the anslysis of Marriage
Registers, for a sample of cloth parishes in Gloucestershire, will

allow the calculation of distance-decay indices which can be compared
with those derived from the Foor law data in Chapter 5. Hach pariner,
from cutside the parish in which the merriage took place, is identified
and aggregated by decades to identify the total number of marriages and
the proportion involving outsiders (Table 61). It is assumed that
where no memtion of the parish of origin is made the individual is a
local resident. |larrisges are sbstracted for the period from May lst
1697 to June 21lst 1795 to coincide with the two Poor Law Acts that
established ardeffectively nullified the Settlement Certificate systen

108}, Distances are measured, as straight line distances,betwesen the

PN

£

12in parish settlements (109). Table 62 summarises the cumulative

)

reguency distribution for the origins of marriase partners in these
o gl o s

elected Gloucestershire cloth parishes (110), To ensure comparabilit;

n

with the Poor Law data, only those marriasges involving a partner {from
outside the parish are used in these tables,
Before proceeding to the anslysis, comment is necessary on the
initial collection of the data and the limitations of Registers as
they affect migration study. In most cases, especially for the pericd
y

under consideration the originsl Registers zre still avsilsble, either

in the parish,but incressingly in County Record Offices, Where the

2

o

5



Table 61

Origin of marrisge partners for selected Glouce

. : . . o+
stershire cloth parishes, 1697 - 1795

bBisley Poinswick
Period Bl BE i I8 BL BR Ry
1697-1700 24, 36 4 5
170110 438 3 2 106 14
1711-20 688 4 20 1 274
1721-30 1012 39 6 196 4 1
173140 880 14 37 28 230 1
1741-50 1252 28 17 32 322 2
1751-60 770 4 & 1 Sl 19

O
1761-70 638 L 402
1771-80 514 3 340
1781-90 632 396 6

1791-95 266 174
n o 733k 50 131 89 2820 16

Total merrisges

Ubserved 3912 1577

Expected 4 L169 2805
Harriages including

an outsider 245 166
% of marrisges

inel., outsider 6.3 10,2

+ lMerriages from May lst 1697 - June 22nd 1795,
# see note 117, Chapter 6 on Rezzell.
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38
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114
8l
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stonehouse Stroud
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6 10 L
8 18 3 176 b
8 16 6 96 2 &
2 16 2 106 16 12
8 16 11 114 2 9
6 20 L 78 I 8
2 21 3 L6 N 35
4. 28 5 650 58
32 6 592 2 L1
30 4 EL5 61
13 3 356 L7
Ly 220 37 3264 ki 249

630 1997
645 2600

279 365

h2.3 18.5
Both Local iy Local female

Both foreign Lid Local male
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Table 61 continued

Ceum
Period BL B
16971700 20 L
1701~10 &6 12
L711=-20 66
1721~30 102 &
173110 120 10
1741-50 118 ;
1751-60 120 2
1761-70 120
1L771-80 122
1761-90 124
1791-95 58
n 1062 42 126

Total marriages

Observed 725

Expected 4 909
Marriages including

an outsider 194
% of marriages

incl outsider 26,8

s

see page 266 for key.

] OO I 00 B

&

BL

78
230
25l
266
230
304
296
296
27k
308
162

2718

Dursley

N

[SARSARG NN

22
22
26
11

120

g

RO UTed B B

N
(63

BL

e

20
LB
6.,
58
L6
86
102
114
&8
128
62

832

Hawltesbury
BE g L bl
z 2 2 38
& Ly 2 104
6 32 7 126
o] 1z 5 78
18 24 10 84
28 9 16 bl
22 2k 6 30
25 6 8l
22 9 &2
25 2 88
7 2 56
92 196 67 B2k,
125
762
309
L2.6

Kingswood

14

568
510

156

o
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Table 62 Cumulative freguency distribution of Marrisge Horizons

for selected Gloucestershire cloth parishes.

Distance  ( <lkms.)

Region  Parish 8 16 2l 32 L0 L& 56 64 72 80 80 n median
6a Bisley (1) 151 227 248 253 259 262 263 265 265 265 I 269 7s2
Painswick (2) 93% 140 150 155 159 168 168 168 168 170 s 174 7o 2
Stonehouse (3) 229 273 280 263 289 289 289 289 289 289 6 295 3.7

Stroud (L) 239 312 338 342 348 357 358 359 360 361 20 381 5.1
6b Cam (5) 152 197 210 211 212 213 213 21% 213 213 214 5.%

Dursley (6) 92 125 135 138 Ly 146 147 149

Hawkesbury (7) 197 289 316 331 337 357 338 338 338 338

Kingswood (8)  10L 129 135 146 148 150 150 150 150 150 3 153 5.l

This teble excludes in

L unlocated 5. stranger
1 unlocated

unlocated and 340 foreigners, a term frequently used before 1754
strangers and 5 unlocated
strangers and 4 unlocated

6 st;‘.mmgg;e‘ars/ sojourner
1 unloceted

~ o
e

i

~
o



269

Eversley points out that inherent in their origin is the probability
that they record less information than the original Register (111).
For Gloucestershire two other series of transcripts exist, those by
Phillimore, published at the turn of this century and more recently
those by Roe (112)., For convenience these have been used as the
source for this limited exercise and a sample eheck was carried out

to establish their sccuracy against the original Register (113).
Irrespective of the source used, there are imporiant limitations to
the Hegisters for the study of migration, Firstly, they do not
actually record migration (114). Eversley has noted that during

the eighteenth and early ninebeenth centuries there is & tendency for
the number of marrisges involving outsiders to decreass, This may
not only reflect increasingly inadequate registration, but also the
fear that an outsider might be liable to removal if his true place

of Settlement was known (115). Table 61 shows the proportion of such
marriages varies widely between parishes and refllect the size of the
parish, its hierarchal status and accessibility, as well as the actual
distribution of farms, coitages and nucleated settlements in adjacent
parishes (116). This problem would prove of greater significance in
a study of mobility, but 1s regarded of less imporitance in the study
of marriage horigzons, In this sense, the evaluation of under-regisiration

L)

is not crucial, though the practice of dissenters using the parish
wech for the marriage ceremony, but prefering thelr own baptism and

burial rites suggeststhat errors from this source are few (117).
Similarly, under registration associated with the fast expansion of

early nineteenth centuries is

jo]

urban centres in the late elghteenth an
not relevant (118),

A comparison of Table & of Setilement Certificates for the
Gloucestershire cloth parishes, and Table 62 shows 2 very similar highly
localised pattern of movement., Ho medisn value > 7.7 kms. and only
114/1,883 (6.1 percent) individuals travelled further than 32 kms. to

be married, If ail local marriages are included this falls to <1 percent

41lthough Table 63 shows somewhat higher Pareto slope values than were
chserved for the Certificates, the null hypothesis which compares these
two sources is accepted in all parishes (119). The separstion of long-
distance movement produces a less conclusive result (120). In Stroud
and Peainswick marriasge pariners came Turther than Certificate holders,
butl the reverse is true of Dursley where the exisitence of a long-distance
Certificated migration siream from Frome has already been noted, The

Dursley result may also reflect its proximity to Cam and Norith Nibley
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for which a great number of merriage partoers are derived, but from

&

where non-Uertificated day labour could also be obtained.

Table 63 Uistance~decay function. FPareto-slope values

for marriage horigzons for selected Gloucestershire

cloth parishes,

Certificate
Parish 'b' value r ?ﬁ”¥2§§§”
Bisley =3,65 -0, 92 ~4. 05
Painswick ~%. 55 -0, 86 =349
Stonehouss i 52 -0, 94 ~3%,96
Stroud ~3,03% -0, 98 ~2.53
Cam ~la 28 -0, 96 ~24 29
Dursley ~2495 ~0, 92 ~2,68
Hawkesbury RS (6 91 ’~2°69
Kingswood ~4. 05 -3, 93 % 72
all values of r 7 =0,549 are significant, o = 0,05, 4f = 8.

In spite of the enormous growth of interest in historical demography,
very few studies deal with migration distances as opposed to mobility.
Maltby's analysis of the Basingwold Registers, for the period 1644-1812,
is based on marviages and not pariners, Of these 9.4 percent involve
distances »20 miles (32 kms.), but 70.7 percent fell within 10 miles
{121). Her subseguent analysis of selected Wharfdale parishes placed
Tie 1 percent in this laiter category and 15.5 percent exceeding 15 miles
(122). In poth studies, these resulits represent less restrictive
horigons them those for the Gloucestershire cloth parishes, in which
85.4 percent came from within 16 kms., (10 miles) and 6.1 percent from
beyond 32 kms, Buckatzeh shows that between 1653% and 1660 of those
partners originsting beyond Sheffield, 70 percent travelled <10 miles
and 7.7 percent beyond 20 miles (123). Constant aznalysed the mean
gdistances of male partners originating beyond z parish, In the seven

separate studies she guotes the mesn marrisge distance ranged from 1.7

. o A *
miles (2,7 kms.) to L.3 miles (6.9 kms.) (124). Peel's study of four
Northamptonshire psrishes identifies the proporition of ‘immediately local!?

male partners (i.e. intra-parocchisl and inter—parochial moves of < 5 miles).
For the village of Lamport this was as low as 65~70 percent, but for the

7/ e ,
gures are recorded (125). The proportion of

En

‘”“3

other parishes much higher
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spinsters in this category was even higher, usually over 90 percent.(126]}.
Perry re-emphasises the point that merriage horizons are not migration
movements (127). In his study of 27 Dorset parishes, he identifies two
best-fit lines of differing slope within a marriage field of 20 miles,

The breaking peint is 4 miles, "an hours walk for a young countryman ...
this distance being that which most workmen might be prepared to underiske
on the freguent occasions that courting demanded™ (128),  Both Peel and
Perry note that such limits had class differences within them (129).

Perry deals specifically with working class mobility and this may appes

to compliment the data derived from the Poor Law documents (130), He
argues that the bicycle in the mid 1880's heralded a new period of
expanding horizons for the countryman and that the period 1837-1886 can
be trested as uniform in terms of mobility (131). Buchemann reinforces

this constancy in marrisge horizons up to 1850 and calculates mean distances

of 10-13 kms. (132). This study of parishes in Otmoeor, in Oxfordshire,

mphasises the signifilcance of cultural tles in inter-parish marriages.
The inverse-square law is invoked to describe the pattern of movement,
in wnich villages closest o the destination contribute proportionately
more pariners than is to be expecited from their size, Interestingly,

the Cherwell is seen as marking a cultural breaking point (133), in a

ner similar o the Kingscote watershed between the two Gloucestershire
cloth regions., From Perry's %or%%%%n be caleulated that 76.5 percent of
marrisge partners, originating beyond the parish came from within 12 miles
(19.2 kms. ), which is again less restrictive tham the Gloucestershire
parishes.,

These few studies all emphasise shorf-distance movement, the mobility
of population in the sighteenth and early nineteenth cenﬁuries, snd the
need to seek the causes of variations in local conditions. Bversley
suggests thatl

"oenerally saea&l@g marriages between persons resident in the
same parish, and those involving a partner from an a&éoininﬁ
varish or one within a five mile radius, account for 75-20
percent of all marriages and if we extend the radius to
fifteen miles we are likely to dnclude all except an dnsig-
. v P o . Y "’ 7 f
nificant fraction of places of origin of pariners.” (134)
such movements were only one typs of movement, butl can be regarded as
typical of all types of movement at this time (135).

The gensral conformity of the merrisge horizons in the Gloucestershire
cloth parishes to those derived from other studies suggest that this data
source can be used as a population against which to measure Poor Law
migration distances. In this context, the acceptance of the null-hyoothe-
sis that Marriage Registers and Settlement Certifilcates express similar

migration distances, is of great importance.



IIL, The evidence of Bnumerators! Heturns.

The difficulties in using early nineteenth century Marriage
Registers reguires that any corroboration of pattern with the post-
1795 Removal Orders depends on an alternative contemporary source,
From 1841, the Enumerators' Returns for the Census contain birth-

p}aca data. At this time, detail of whether residents were born

1 that county, els re in England .né,%aZes, in Scotland, Ireland
or Foreign Parts was all that was required. In 1851 the parish and

county were required, thus giving greater precision and value to this
informstlon. It is for this reason and the limitstions of the
mm&mdy%rr@ﬁikm{1ﬂmmwiaaw%ﬁmmsmwe&mmmma%émmh

of their attention on the mid-nineteenth century Heturns at the Public
Record Office, It is these 1851 Returns that sre snalysed for selected

cloth parishes, Gﬁiy heads of household are abstracted to maintain

broad compereblility with the Poor Law documents. Other members of
the family are regarded as 'forced migranis'. The methods of sggregatio

and analysis are comparable to those used elsewhere in this study, but
as with other scurces specific limitetions need identification,

i 3 e

Pirstly, direct movement is implied in using birth-place and that

of current resid

ence (136), The step-wise migration of individuals

can only be partly deduced in the case of famillies, the children of

o

vwhich were born at differing locations. The limited exercise here

does not consider this aspect of the migretion proces Hemoval Orders

also register origin-destination as a2 single move, éecadély3 there is

no indication of when the actual move occurred, It is assumed that such

movemnents average oul over the previous hall century in the menner in
which Hemovel Crders are aggregated for the same period,

Teble €l compares the Pareto-slope values from this source and

cont moval Orders and Teble 65 sumarises the cumulsztive

frequency distridbution of migraticn distances from the 1851 Enumerators'
Returns. Ho clear pattern is discernible in these tables, It was
decided not to use the Kolmogerov-Smirnov test to compare the migration

wercent of the Enumerators

&

patterns from these two sources as > 1
Returns originate besyond 80 kms. Long~distance movement was isolaied
at both the 32 lms. and 80 kms, thresholds, to test the null hypothesis
that there was no significant difference in the migration patiern
between these two sources, Using the lower value, 1ittle difference
is observed,but the picture alters for the higher value (1 137)

sis is not accepted in every parish,

o3
B

W

Although the aliernative hypotl



Parish

Bisley

Painswick

Distance~decsy function

A comperison of Pareto-slope values.,

Lrumerators’

Stonehouse

Stroud

Cam

Dursles

Kingswood

- RN - — e
Returns (1851) and post=1795 Removal Orders

B ovalue
Brnum,. Heburn

=3+ 04
-2, 36
~35.08
~Zo 40

"‘2& 97

values ¥ ~0,54L9 are

-0, 90
-0, 99
~(Js 91
~0,99
~0,92
-0s 91

~0.87

significant

ht value
Removel UOrders

~2s 72
-2, 8l
~2a 22
~2,61
=5 142
=% {0

-~ Z
2o G

27



ﬁﬁ&h«?w@ﬁ% Cumulative frequency distribution. Mipration distances for selected (louceshershire

cloth parishes, based on birth place data from the 1651 CensuseBnumerators Reburns

Distance (& kms.)

Born in % born in

Region Parish 8 16 2l 48 56 6l 72 80 80 n median parish  parish

A 2]
]
£
(]

ba Bisley (1) 119 171 191 198 208 217 219 220 220 202 36 258 9.6 867 77.1
Painswick (2) 101 149 183 194 202 205 209 213% 216 219 30 249 11,8 326 5647
Stonehouse (3) 239 31k 331 345 348 360 369 373 375 375 43 418 7.1 129 2346
Stroud (4) 537 661 71 743 757 798 820 831 841 84,7 150 997 6.3 741 42,6

Eb Cam (5) 110 123 131 142 147 148 149 150 150 152 3 155 5.1 211 5
Dursley (6) 166 188 195 203 212 215 218 219 219 53 272 8.5 303

140 146 154 169 180 184 184 18, 184 11 195 6ol 98

<

®

§...§
L
L
-~ =l

u
R
%

O

Kingswood 11

o
hrd
#®

s

This table excludes

& unlocated
3 unlocsated
L unlocated
115 (listed by county of birth 82, unlocated 33)
Lounlocabed
9 wunloested

Eaul G A S

4 ONAT

Head of household ss defined in the Rebturns and wife where no mele head noted,

N
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the importance of iﬁeﬁiifyimg movement » 80 kms. is confirmed. There

is a btendency for demoval Orders 1o appesr as a fsctor in the under—
epresentation of long-distance movement, 1t must be remembered that

parishes issuing such orders had been responsible since 1795 for the

P

costs incurred in thelir execution. Further testing of the relationship
between the migreition patterns revealed by these two sources is
reguired in cther aress before one can be sure that the administration

of the Law operated in this menner.
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5 Law, C.d. (1972), 'Some notes on the urban population of sngland

and Weles in the eighteenth oertwy’, Local Historian 10, 22-26,

¢

Law estimates Bimmingham's populstion as 23,700 at mid-century and
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between the number of Certificates issued and those extant.

iee note b above.

Court, W.B.H. (1938) The rise of lidland industries, 1600-1838

(0xford University Press)., 47.

BJ}Q&.{Z:’ Ol cj-éﬁg 52-5‘30

Hypothesis There is no significant difference in migration
distances revealed by Settlement Certificates
snd contemporary Removal Orders.

Parish D value Critical Accept null

D value hypothesis

Chipping Csmpden 0,12 0,22 +

Tetbury 0. 14 0.21 “+

Stinchconbe 0.07 0. 28 +

Berkeley 0,09 G, 23 +

Chipping Sodbury 0. 09 U. 31 +

Cheltenham 0.0L 0,18 E

Eolmogarov-dnir See note 20, Chapter 5.
Iypothesis There is no significent difference in the
proportion of short and long-distence migrents

in Settlement Certificates and Removal Orders,

5
Parish x“ Accept null
hypothesis
Chipping Campden 0. 6L 4
Tetbury 0.0 +
Stinchecombe C.C0 *
Berkeley 0. 07 e
Chipping Scdbury 0. 21 4
Cheltenham 0.6 +
long-distance defined as ? 32 kms,
Chi Sgusre tests & = 0,05, &f = 1, one tailed test, table value X

= 24 {1,

T : . o % - ‘ - At
Rudder, cv. cit., 671-2 (Chipping sodbury), 727 (Tetbury).



19.

Hypothesis There is no significent difference in the
pattern of in-migration shown by Renoval Orders

before and after the 1795 Amendment.

Parish D value Critical 4ccept null
' D value hypothesis
Chipping Campden 0,07 Us22 +
Tetbury 0.2153 Ga 207

Bitton 0,12 0.25 +

Kolmogarov-Smirnov test. See note 16,

o

¥

The separation of long-distance and short-distance migration for

when the Chi Sousre test was applied, Caloulated X = 0,12, 0.0
G e 3

and 0,27 respectively.

Hypothesis There is no significant difference in the
pattern of oubt-migration as shown by Hemovsl

Orders 'to! before and after the 1795 dmendment,

Parish D value Oritical Accept null
D value hypothesis

Tetbury 0,13 0. 2 +

Bitton 0.10 e 30 -

Kolmogerov-Smirnov test. See note 16.
The sepsration of long-distance and short-disbtance migration
revealed no significant difference in patitern when the Chi Square

, .. . e .
test was spplied. Caleulated X7 = 1,51 and 0.40 respectively.

Hyoothesis There 1s no significent difference in patiemns
of inward and outward migration, before and after
1795, as shown by Removel Crders.
Parish D valuse Critical Accept null
D wvalue . hypothesis

le Pre 1795

Tetbury 0.25 Ue 2l x
Stinchcoombe 0,12 0. 31 &
Olveston 0. 23 Ge 3L +
Bitton 0.13 0, %32 +
Westerleigh 0.02 C. 2L *

B

jedl
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279

Parish I value Criticel Lecept mdl
D value hypothesis

22 Post 1795

Chipping Campden Ge 20 0. 25 +

Tetbury .09 0. 21

Slimbridge 0. 07 GCe 31 4

Bitton 0,10 Co 24 +

Gloucester 0. 28 Ue 35 +

Kolmogerov-Smirnov test.  See note 16,

Hypothesis There is no significant difference in the
pattern of short and long-distance in-migration
and ocut-~migration before and after 1795, as
shown by Removal Orders.

. o

Farish A Accept null

hypothesis

L.Pre 1795

Tetbury 0,86 +

Stinchommbe U Uls +

Olveston 0. 39 A

Bitton 0. 13 +

Westerleigh ol +

2. Fost 1795

Chipping Campden 8.00 X

Tetbury 1o33 +

Slimbridge 0.03 +

Bitton 0. 09 +

Gloucester 0, U1 +

Chi Sgquare test, See note 17,
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Both hypotheses are rejected, x° = 9,67 and 16,29 respectively,

Test details note 17,

Thomas, E.C. (1971) The treatment of poverty in Berkshire, Hssex and

Oxfordshire 1723-183L, (unpub. Ph.D. thesis University of London).
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Thomes, Ops Cift., 24Z.

Ibid., 226,

M' x 255"55;
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Hypothesis There is no significent difference in migration
istances as revealed by Settlement Certificates

and Hemovel Orders.

w2 .
ccept nul
Z Aecept 1
. e hyoothesis
i. Certificates 'to' and FPOLAGS L
Removals "from! La22 X
ii. Certificstes "from' and
Femovals 'ho! 2,97 x

noLve @

Chi Sguare fest, See note 17,

Data dichotomised at 33 kms.

Pre-1795 and post-1795 data cannot be separated.

Data derived from Randall, op. cit., Tables 9.6 and 9.7.

The alternative hypothesis is that Certificates restricted migration.

Hypothesis There is no significent difference in the patierns
of in-migration and out-migration as revealed by
Settlement Certificsies gnd Eemoval OUrders.
2
A Accept null
hypothesis
i. Removals 'from' and
Hemovals 'to! 06 32 +
ii. Certificates 'from'asnd
Certificates 'to! Co 29 +

test detalls see note 37.

0



Rendall, op. cit., 222-3, Table 9.6.
Hvoothesis There is no significant difference in ths

pattern of short and long-distance migration(l)

Lol

Hh

or in-~migration and out-migration as shown by

ettlement Certificates and Hemoval Urders,

3

Migrstion

in{(2) out(3) in(L) out(5)

short 326 208 377 163

long 106 69 124 5

(.

1. ILong distance defined as the upper cuartils.
2. Certificates *%to' and Hemovals ‘4ot

%, Certificates 'from' and Removals 'from

(2 and 3 from Table 9.6, Randall)

Lo Certificates 'to' and Removals 'from?
5. Certificates 'from' and Removels 't0°

(4 and 5 froan Table 9.7 Kandall)
Chi Sqguare test. See nots 17.

Christmas, L.hA. (1??&} Administration of the Poor Law in soms
Gloucestershire unions, 1815-47, (unpub. M.Litt. thesis, University
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kedford, loc., cit.
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Thomas, Op. cit., 238-40,

Tl T 33 ]
ibide, 241-2.

Randall, op. cit., 237-40.

Ioid., 242,
Tbid.,

24l

Ibid., 238=9.

v}

Ibid.,

Pelham, op. cit., 48 and 62,
£
Sh~5.

Randall,

Peglham, op, ¢

Chi Square test. 4L = 2,0. Table value 2,71 when & = 0,05, af =

tailed test.

0. 53.

13.5 (in-migration)

10,25 (out-migration)

ko8 (pre-1795)

36,0 (post-1795)
Thomas, op. cit., 233,
Handall, op., cit., 232.
Ibid., 229~ Teble 9,8,
Abid., 254
Ivid., 253, r, = 0,359 when % = 0,10 is regarded as significant,
but it is in fact not significant as a test value $ 0,368 is
needed for a two tailed test when n = 21 {see Ebdon, D, (1977}
Statistics in geography (Oxford : Blackwell), 18k.)
Ibid., 248-9.
Randall uses a 90 percent cut-off point in preference to a distance
threshold, This reduces the standard deviation at 40 kms. (39,1 -
42,0 kms. distance band) to <5 percent which he finds acceptable.
Appendix 9.3 of Randall, also shows that if 81 kms. is used as a
cut-off point the standard deviation is reduced to 2.2 percent,
and the loss of data for all parishes is reduced from 10 percent o
L percent.
Handgll, op. cit., zhi-5.
Thomas, op. cit., 242 and 252,
Ipid,, 279,
Ibid., 237.
Ihid,, 220,
Xé = 3,78, Test detalls as in note 57,

5

Kd = 3,23, Test details as in note 57,
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Hobsbawm, 0Op. cit., 304.  Actually the Newark data contains two
masons, one from Grantham and the dher from Lea, near Gainsborough.,
Pelbham, op. cit., 5%

x5 = 1.96. Test details as in note 57. The data were dichotomised
at 32 kms., but the inadesquacy of the data restricted the test %
these cabsgories, I occupations were not to be held constant,
further testing of eivil groups would be possibls.

Handell, op. cit., 197,

Ibid.

Ibid., 200.
Ibid., 198,
Tbid., 206.

P

Hampson, =

. (1926-28) ‘'Settlement and Removal in Cambridgeshire

-

1662-18%41, Cambridge Historical Journal 2, 285, It is assumed

that the category 'marrvied man and family' is based on named children.

Marshall, D, (1926) The English poor in the eighteenth century

(London : Routledge and K
Hampson, op. ¢it., 281.
Body, G. {(1964) The poor law in Dorsetshire 1760-183k, (unpub. FPh.D.
thesis, University of Southampton), 127-9.

Randall, op, cit., 178-80,

Laslett, P. and Harrison, J. (1963), 'Clayworth and Cogenhoe' in

Bell, H.BE, and Allard, R.C. {eds.) Historical essays 1600-1750

(London : Black), 157=18k.

Rendall, op. cit., 180-1, It is aifficult Lo argus that the mid-
century population would be the aame as in 1801, No natursl growth

is assumed, yet certificated in-migrants are double those leaving
Kettering. Only if one assumes under registrabion of the ocut-migrants,
e compon feature of this data, can no growth b® hypothesised, The
turnover of population should be based on the four cgertificated in-

-y

nigrant families (12 people) and the natural turnover 1,000, This
migrant families (12 people s

b

produces & 4 percent turnover of populsotion through migration which

oupled with the 1,000 turnover from natural causes results in

Q

ii2§/3§£0 = 37.3 percent turnover, The decision to raise the
combined turnover rate to 50 percent on the basis of the one data

set from Clsyworth eand Cogenhoe is cuestionable, Egually dangerous

is the assumption that of the 1,500 pecple involved in & 50 percent
topmnover in Kettering, 500 must be from migration, This doss not
allow for any under registration “ven so, the
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certificated in-migrants would equsal 1’/50 in any one year and

A

Ioid., 182. The use of Spearman's RankK Correlation test masks the

absolute values,which are really reguired to test this hypothesis,

)

1Y

Hendall ignores as a sample. The correlgtion of the 18601

C

but which

Censug date with Certificates from the mid eighteenth ceniury makes
the test result of doubtful value,

o= 0,70, Critical value r, = 0,648, whenoy = 0.05, n = 10 in

Hendall, op. cit., 137.
Ibid., 3Z.
Ibid., 277-8.

Hendall, loc, cit.,

Ibid., 280, Table 10.i.

X% = 21.37 (long~distance > 81 kms,)
ong~distance > 33 xms,}

Test details as in note 57.

0.56 (long-distance % 81 kms,)

b
il

2

X = 0,00 {long-distance ¥ 33 kms.)
Randall(279) tests these hypotheses by the visual inspection of the

ogives for the three periods, Implicitly he regards t
the population rather than a sample,

Rendall, op. cit., 282,
) (ed.) An introduction to Bnglish historical

Wirigley, B.h. (1966

demography (London : Weidenfeld and Nicolson)

Glass, D.V. and Gversley, D.E.C. (1965) (eds.) Population in history

(London : Armold).

These two books contain important collections of papers which
establish the basis for much of the work in this field.

It is appreciated that this only provided the legal limits of the
system and that the inclusion of some Indemnity Bunds for the late
seventeenth century, would masi direct comparability with the
Settlement Certificates anslysed in Chapter 5.,  Hevertheless, in

latlion to migration distances, this is assumed to be of no

re
significancs,
Maltby, B. (1971}, ‘'Parish Registers and the problem of mobility',

Local Population Studies 6, 32-34. See page 20 above and note L




% A

ne selection here is based on the subjective inspection of the

parish index in the County Archives to sstablish the existence of
relatively complete and large data seis. It was not felt necessary

to investigate all the parishes for which substantial collection
of Settlement Certificates exist,
iversley, D.E.C. (1965), 'The exploitation of snglican Parish Register

-

by ag

gregative analysis®, in Glass and kversley, op. cit., L46-7.
Phillimore, W.P.W. (ed.) Gloucestershire Parish Registers.(Lond don)
Cam (1902), vol., VIII, 126~-5k; Dursley (1899), vol. V, 55-99;
Hawkesbury (1899), vol. V, 17-41; Kingswood (1903), IX, 113-32;

H
: i 3 T T N .
Painswick (1902), vol. VIII, 126-5k; Stonehouse (1897), vol. II,

Roe, B.A. (ed.) Marriage Index.  Stroud,

' -\

(1973)

The Bisley data is taken from the Bishoo's Transcrivt {(G.2. 0.
24 o - %

GDRVI/36), though this is in poor condition.

The County Archivist, Brien 8. Smith, in a personzl cammunication,
believes Phillimore's ftranscripts to be entirely accurate and the

sample check generally substentistes this view. There is & serious

* Dursley, in that the transcrip

e

mission in the case of

b

ignores the
wedding Registers consequent on Hardwicke's Act (26 Geo. II) in
which the origins are noted. See IN 1/5, 1/6 and 1/8 which are
pro~forma covering the post-1754 period in Dursley. Copfusion is

cing §ar§ial use IN 1/8.

Yy cless isolation and mobility in rural
Qayse%‘j Trans, Inst. Br. Geogr. 46, 122,
Eversley, D.E.Co 0p. cit., 6. In theses clrcoumstances it is

£

suggested that where a large number of local marriages exist, then

a check some 25-35 years before, msy be

useful and that e minimum of 50 percent identification would be

needed to accept the face value of the term 'of this parish'.

Perry, op. cit., 123, notes that the delinition of the place of

residence snd Settlement were liable 1o be blurred especially in
i

it ig the former that

-

YA survey of populstion in an area of

Vorcestershire from 166@~1§5@ on the hasis of parish records',

Populstion Studies X, 272, Hversley suggests that the smeller

parishes would reguire a greater proportion of marrisges between

partners of different parishes. Such a trend mey be true of the



but is not substentiated

for the large parish of Hawkesbury, which was very accessible, or

i

town of Dursley. The high proportion of iocal

£% g

marria, ges bef'c

re 1753, may of course, be purely a matter of the
non~recording of residentisl detall, but the sbsence of outsiders

in Dursley after 1753 is unexplained, In Bisley it may reflsct

Eversley, (1$57) ﬁ. 61t,, 254~6, Later {page 2?/;, Bversley
suggests that the bettlement Laws operated less sirictly as the

elighteenth century progressed and this would seem fto contradict

the implications of the previous statement (note 115).

Sogner, S. (1963), ‘ispects of the éﬁm@gr&pﬁic situstion in seventeen
parishes in Shropshire 1711-60. 4n d on parish registers
Population Studies ZVII, 132, believ t the Law was operated

more strictly if the evidence of the rigters dis valid,
as the tendency for loosl marriages increased during the first half
of the eighteenth century.

Razzell, P.B. (196 5), 'Population chenge in the eighteenth century.

A reinterpretation', Econ. Hist, ey, 18, 313. Un pages 314-5

Razzell establishes a stable rate of marriages per 1,000 populeiion,

for the eighteenth century, as a whole and for particular clesses

of settlement. The rete of aspproximately 8¢§/13860 has been spplied

to the parishes in Figure 63 as a2 simple check on the completeness

of the Begister, Rudder's populstion estimale is used and an
estimate of 600 for Kingswood (ex-Wiltshire)., These are very
ciose except for Palinswick and Stroud where there appesrs to be

a major undger-registration of marriages. The low number in ths
first haif of the century may reflect this, though it would be

too simple to explain these geps in terms of the shuses that led

e

to Hardwicke's sct and the reguirsment to gihate ones place of

settlement, General under-registration of ten percent from the

B he

factors slready identified and from inaccursie entries, sbsentec

clergy, ntal leoss and deliberate avoldsnce
are suggested by Ssgner, oo, cit., 127,

. T s A 2 . noo PR N .3
Krause, J.T, (1965), 'The changing adequacy of English registration,

2
169C-1837', in Glass and Bversley, op. cit., 383, believes Marrisge

notes that the pressures of rursl life
ensured that Marriage Registers were highly accurate even before

Hardwicke's Aci,
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287

Krause, op. cit., 385. This was more true of baptisms and burials

than marrisges.

Hypothesis There is no significant difference bebtween
the patterns of migration as shown by Settlement
Certificates and contemporary Anglican Marrisge
Hegisters.
Parish D value Critical accept null
D value hypothesis
Bisley C. 07 Oo L 4+
Painswick 0.06 0,14 +
Stonehouse 0. 06 0.18 +
Stroud 0.03 C.10 +
Cam 0.08 0. 20 +
Dursley Colbh C. 157 4+
Hawkesbury 0,11 U 22 +
Kingswood G.03 0. 21 +

Kolmogerov-Smirnov test, Test details see note 16,
Hypothesis There is no significant differsnce in the pattern

1

cf short and long-distance migretion, &s shown by

Settlement Certificates and Anglican Marriage

Registers.
P
Parish & Accept null
hypothesis
Bisley 0.02 +
Peinswick bs 5 X
sbonehouse 0.5 +
Stroud 5a{ %
Cam 15 *
Dursley 7e6 X
Havwkesbury Zals -
Kingswood 0.3 .

Chi Square test. Test details see note 17.

The slternative hypothesis is that Ssttlement Certificates restrict
movement.

Retesting the hypothesis, but using 80 kms. as the threshold of
long-distance rea firms the results for Stroud (Xz = 6.1) and

. . e .
Painswick (X° = 2.9). It might be argued that the greater power
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133,
Sl
135,

" the Kolmogarov-Smirnov test over Chi Square (Siegl, op. cit., 130),
points to the acceptance of the null hypothesis, but it must be
remerbered that the deta was limited to movement <80 lmus, In the
case of Painswick, the chance factor of just three of the marrisge
partners coming from within 32 kms., rather than beyond that distance
would be sufficlent to remove the statistical difference observed
in the Chi Square test. The inclusion of merriage paritners from
beyond 81 kms. in the case of Stroud is of much greater significance
and may vefliect iits growing importance as an urban centre,

Waltby, B. (1969), 'Hasingwold Marriage horizons!', Local Population

Studies 2, 36.

. 7 ) B . . 4 -
Idem §l9?l} 40,41, Some errors in compubstion occur between Tsbles

A

IT and IIT in matching the number of marrisges involving outside
pariners. H.g. 364 such marriages are recorded for Burnsall in
Table II end 354 in Table I1Il, The Tlkley discrepzncy is larger.
Comparison is based on Table 111 in this thesis and the two small
chapelries have been excluded.

Buckatzch, E.J, (1951), 'Constancy of local populations and migration

in England before 1800', Population Studies 5, 65,

Constant, 4, (1948), '"The geographical background of inter-village
population movements in Northamptonshire and Hungingdonshire,
1754~19L3%, Geography XXAIII, &1,

Peel, R.F. (1942), 'Locsl inter marriage and the stability of rural

population in the fnglish Midlands', Gecgraohy XXVII, 25.

Ibid., 2C.

Perry, op. cit., 12l.

JIbid., 130.

Ibid., 124,

Peel, op. cit., 2C.

sctuslly, the Marriage Hegisters analysed in this study are based on
all partners who originate beyvond the parish and not Jjust working

g

class periners. Perry owlts some creftsmen, yeomen and tradesmen
because of the difficulty in defining the class to which they belong.
(Perry, op. cit., 123)

Perry, op. cit., 126,

Kuchemann, C.F., Boyce, A.J., and Harrison, G.4. (1967), (eds.)

' 4 demographic and genetic study of a group of Oxfordshire villages'
in @r&Xe, M. (1973) Applied historical studies (London : Methuen), 211

N

E.vaa.., 212”" ®
Eversley, (1966) op. cit., 22,

o R S s

Tbid.



Bryant, D. (1971), 'Demographic trends in south Devon in the mid—

nineteentn century', in Gregory, K.J. and Ravenhill, W, (eéﬂsoi}

LExeter essays in geogrsphy (Exeter University Press), 137.

1
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Lewton, R, (1970;, "The population of Liverpceol in the mid-nineteenth

g

century'® in Beker, A.R.H. et al. (eds.) Geographical interovretation

of historical sources (Newton Abbot : David and Charles), 395.

137. Hypothesis. There is no significant difference in the

pattern of short and long-distance movement
as shown by post~-1795 Hemoval Orders and the

1851 Enumerstors' Retumns.

A B
k) L] 2 2 e 1 =, 2
Parish b4 Accept null A Accept nuwll
hypothesis hypothesis

Painswick Lo X 9.3 x
Bisley Zaly + 1.3 +
Stonehousse 0.0 + 3.9 x
Stroud 0.0 + 6.8 x

Cam Z2:5 + 0.0 -
Dursley 2.3 % e & x
Kingswood 0.4 + 2.6 +

Chi Square test, Test details see note 17.

A long~distance > 32 kms,

B long-distance » 80 kms.

The alternative hypothesis would be that Removal Orders show a more

restricted pattern,



Conclusion

This thesis has been concerned with two malin and inter-related
themes. Firstly, the evaluation of the documents gensrated by the
Law of Settlement and Hemovsl for a study of migration bebtween the
late seventeenth and mid-nineteenth centuries, Secondly, it has
sought to display the Qotcntial of these sources in establishing
geographical patierns of migration by using a general model, in a
specific group of parishes,

The Settlement Certificates, Exsminations and Removal Orders
provide a substantial body of data for the study of migration at the
parish level in this period. Their greatest value lies in their
crosg-referencing to provide important
substantial section of the population, by age, sex, civil status and
occupation, in a wide variety of geograpnical locations. The Certificates
directly record the outcome of a decision to migrate, whereas Removal
Crders may indicate an esrlier move or record a forced migration,

Singly, the latter may be regarded ss indicating individual failure,
but in aggregete the Removal Orders provide an index of local and
regional economic disitress,

The value of these documents has to be gauged not only in berms of
their intrinsic gualily but sgainst other sources avalilsble for migration
study in the period 16621865, ZHeclesiastical Depositions are no longer
significant and Apprentice Indentures are biased in terms of age, sex,
social status and occcupation. Parish Registers, despite the problems of
under-registration, remain the only other nationsl socurce for such study.
In the eightesnth century they provide a more complete record than the
Poor Law documents, ihoagh parish detail was Treguently missing before
Hardwicke's Adct and the Registers do not record migration events as such.
In the first helf of the ninetesnth century urbanisation had resulted in
gross inadequacies in the Kegisters, thus restricting their velue for the
analysis of population movements, In this same period, birth-place dats
wes not a significent element of the Census and only after the introduction
of civil registration in 1837 is it possible to identify net migration
flows at union level, by comparing nabtural changes sgainst inter-censal
change,  Even in 1841, birth-place data are recorded very simply, and

only in 1851 are actual birth-places recorded, There is &8 a consequence

5o at the individual level, for the early pert of the century, which

a

*o

)'
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The snalysis of changing patber of migration leads to a con-

sideration of the underiying processes, which are best understood within

+
o

the conceptual framework of a total migration model. lost studies of

"_‘A

migration concentrate on particular facets, such as migration differentials,
the role of distence and mesn information fields or the value of znalogue
models such as central place theory, There is a real danger that such
partial studies do not view migration as a sub-system within z wider
political and sccio~eoconomic environment, The model used here isolates
the major elements of this sub-systen, the directional links and flow
regulators, though the volume or energy flowing through the system cannot
be measured from the availsble data, The model illuminates the two-way
relationship between the sub~systen and the wider environment, In
particulsr, migration at this time can only be understoocd within the
legal framework which generated the data upon which this study is based.
Hgually, the evalustion of the dats for migrstion sbudy depends on an
sppreciation of this relationship.

The documents arise from the administration of the Law and thelr
existence itoday is not only a funciion of the chance factors of survival,
but the initisl decision of parish officers to issue or withold them.
Certificates, in particular, could be witheld, whilst Hemoval Orders
seean 10 have become redundant in the last decades of parochisl

administration, Although a grest deal of biographical detail is found

in the éacumenis, 1t is partial as only those aspects that had a bearing
on the tlement were regularly recorded. Hot all the population

were éirectiy affected by the Poor Law and even though the ariisan,
servaent znd labourer, representing & major section, were well recorded,
some skilled workers, tenant farmers, btradesmen, as well as professionals
and the gentry are rarely found in the documents, Further bilases are
also found, Certificates were less likely to be needed for a move to
the growing marnufacturing towns @nd their genersl huoyancy, during this
period, and the greater anonymity of the individual, result in relatively
fewer Removal Orders ftom the larger towns and more from the economicall;
stagnant rural parishes., Vhereas there 1s no shortage of Hemoval Orders
from ‘close' parishes, Certificates are infreguent. Similarly, there

Terential

are blases at the individusl level which reflect the di
vulnerability of spinsters, single men and families under the Law.
Certificates are not common Tor spinsters, though with families they

are dominent in Hemoval Orders., These data therefore tell us more

about the differential effsct of the Law than migration differentisls.



A

Occupetion, sex, civil status and age were all sxamined, but only the
latter can be regarded as a significant migration characteristic,

N

bilographicsl detall, the documents are

{m{\

In spite of the volume of
disappointing as a source Irom which the migration motives of individusls
can be derived. Hevertheless, the nature of the Certificate implies a
strongly economic debermineant in free migration.

The substantial collections of dats are not uniformly spread over
space nor tlme and represent an unknown proporiion of the total issued,
However, even large collections only represent a small proporiion of 211
movement, though extrapolated measures of the volume of migration from
this source are dangerous, The unequal survival of FPoor Law documents
reguires that they are treated as a sample and not as a statistical
population, It also demands that despite thelr inherent weaknesses,
Marriage Hegisters and Inumerators' Returns, should be used to evaluate
the migration patiterns derived from this source. A comparison of
Certificates and Merriage Registers revealed similar patterns, reinforcing
Eversley's view that the latter, though not recording migration, reveal
movenents that are not atypical of this tinme. The short-distance
movement common to both sources is in line with the general body of

e g

research for this period and suggests the velue of Certificates in
this context, Certificates cannoit be regarded as s constraint on
migration distances. Removsl Orders, after 1795, showed a similsy
pattern of movement to that derived from Bnumerators' Returns, when
32 kus, was used as the threshold for long-distance movement, but
the existence of real differences between these two sources when the
threshold was set at 80 kms., suggests that long-distance, town
orientated movement is under-registered in the nineteenth century
Removal Order
A comparison of the Foor Lew documents in the Gloucestershire

cloth parishes with those in other parts of Zngland produced mixed
results. In other Gloucestershire parishes there was general agreement
with the patterns isclated in the cloth perishes, but data derived from
Oxley and Randall suggest that Certificates may have restricted movement.
The different aggregation techniques used by these aubhors may zccount
for these differences, but further ftesting of the hypotheses ls needed.
Certainly, the reworking of Randall's data does not support his conclusion
that the patierns of in-migration were more resiricted than those for
oub-migration, Pelham's bellef that Certificates encouraged mobility

is rejected in favour of ecopomic and urban growth stimulating s more

extensive migration field asround Birmingham. The corollary that the



1795 imendment acted in & manner similar to that proposed by Pelham

for 1697, is rejected for both inward and outward movement in all the

Gloucestershire parishes in which it was tested, The only exception
was seen in Stroudwater when a lowering of the long-distance threshold

i
revealed a tendency for migration distances to increase after 1795,
However, the difference in economic fortunes rather then the Poor Law

re preferred to explain these differences, The evidence suggests

]

that the Poor Lews may have had little effect on migration distences,
or the volume of movement, though it did have a real effect on the
mobility of some individuals. What cammot be resolved is the number
byt

of potential moves thatl were prevented by the drugging effect of a

amilly dlsintegration in the face

B

secure settlement and the fear of f
It P 1
of removel.

Given the limitations described sbove,the total :

provides a framework within which the data, derived from this scurce
could be asnalysed and particular aspects oF the migrstion process
examined. Short~distance movement was dominant throughout the period
reflecting the restricted mean information field derived from the oral
transfer of employment opportunities, Unly coastal regions and the
major through routes of navigable rivers provided evidence of long-
distance movement. Information traversed an asymmetric and fragmented
field in which family iies and regional occupational similarities played
significant roles in strengthening specific migration streams, Hever—
theless, distance proved s major symptom of this control over movement
and much movement was not related to specific occupational links butb,

as Redford suggests, to the opporitunity itself. The lack of movenent
between the two nelghnbouring cloth regions of Gloucestershire mey provide
support for Lee's hypothesis that the efficienty of stresam and counter—

.

stream tend to be low if origin and destinstion azre similar,

Havensteln proposed that a wave-like process eflfected the shift

in population towsrds the expanding urbsn centres. This could noi be

identified in Gloucestershire from the Settlement papers, though there

is some support for Higerstrend's 'chain-migration' by which towns sbsorb
a1

s

o

people from the imnediate countryside but lose population to higher order

nent wazs shown to be town orientsted and

especially important after 17 The usefulness of a centrasl place
analogue in expleining m n 2t this time is rejected. It is not

possible to operationalise the concepts of an dvner and cuter zone of

migration and the snalogies of a migration centre ss 2 cenitral nls

and wigretion as s multi-purpose trip carmnot be sustzined, The existencs



of substantisal the settlement hiersrchy reflects

the widesp manufacturing 2t this time and =

identification of two separate processes for short and long-distance
movement finds more support than & central pleace anslogue in this thesis,
“he spatial geometry of this twentieth century model is rejected, but
the model does help to illuminate the reality of eighteenth century
movenent., Nevertheless, the limited range of the settlement hiersrchy

able to exawine this model in a region

for which detalled patiterns of in and oub-movement
There is an obviocus need for further studies which

draw on these documents in contrasting regions, so that their potentisl

value can be fully realised, Boually, such studies will provide a

fuller picture of specific migration stresms and the processes under-

fully reccrded in the Census, the bilographical

¢ documents iz of great i;ﬁ;{ﬁoz‘tmce. The
has made nily reconstitution psssible
from contemporsry Parish Hegisters and this suggests that a fuller

understanding of migration processes may come from the use of Registhers

and Poor Law documents ether in regionsl studies,.



Apvendix 1.1

Settlement Certificate

To the Churchwardens and Overseers of the poor of the parish of

inswick in the County of Gloucester or to any or either of them.

Gloucestershirs. We whose names are herewlith subscribed,

Churchwardens and Overseers for the poor of the parish
of Miserden in the county of Gloucester aforessid Do
hereby own and acknowledge Samuel Vheeler to be an
inhabitent legelly settled in the parish of Miserden
aforesgld ¥Witness whereol we have hereunto set our
hands and seals this Tenth day of October in the sixth
yvear of the reign of our Sovereign Lord George by the
srace of God of

Britain Frence snd Ireland King defender of the faith

Anno Domini 1719

Sealed and delivered igh Churchwarden of the poor
in the presence of us Thomes Backimill Overseer of the poor

Williem Dudley We whose hg:zzds are nereunto subscribed
Two of his Majesty's Jjustices of the
peace of %;‘r County of Gloucestershire

Valentine Jones aforeseid do allow of the certificebe

sbove with over dabte the Tenth day of
October. Arno Domini 1715.

Natheniel Stephens

J. Bwynfer

AN ]
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Aopendix 1. L1

HExamination

The Bxamination of James Beverstock now residing
in the parish of Painswick in the County of
Gloucestershire Broadweaver taken upon his ocath
before Thomes Cooke and Giles Gardner Esquires
two of his lajesty's Justices of the Pesce of
and for the szid County of Gloucester the 19th

day of Februsry in the vesr 1740,
J J

o

This examinent deposeth and saith thet he was born in the parish of
Winfield in the County of Wilts and thal when he was zbout eleven
yveers of age he was bound on apprentice by Indenture to John Hogers
of the varish of Bredford in the said county of Wilts Broadweaver and
served him in the same psrish of Bradford during the whole term of
his apprenticeship and that about four years since he ceme to live

in this parish of Painswick aforessid but hath not gasined any
settlenent in the said paryish of Painswick or in any other pesrish or

place unless as aforesaid to the best of his imowledge,

il

Sworn the day and year above mentioned

before us

Thomas Cooke +he mark of

G. Gardner James ® Beverstock
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Lppendix 1,011

Hemovel Order

nire To the

parish of .

to Bxecute znd Convey end to the

Overseers

Whereas complair

Churchwardens snd Overseers of the poor of the
Painswick in the said County of Gloucestershire
Churchwardens and

of that perish of 0ld Scdbury in the same

t ow made unto us whose hands and sesls

[
n
)

o

75

e Ao

are here unto sett two of his Majesty's Justices of the

Peace for

Guoram by

the Parish of Painsy
and slizsbeth

of Painswick by virtue of a Certificate under the Har

seals of

the said Perish of Uld Sodbury owning the

Nicholls end his Faurily to

in the sa

is signed

snd Blizsbeth his wife

Certifica

the said

ﬁfie Sc;.ufl
actually

[

hat the
Parish of
These are
Oversesrs

or one of

Parish of

znd deliv

Poor there
Order or

required

Directs

Parish of Pein

place of

Herveof fail not

the County of Gloucester one of us being of the

the Churchwardens snd Overseers of the FPoor of

icholls

vick gforesaid that William

h his wilfe now reside within the ssid Parish

nds end

the Churchwardens znd Oversesrs of the Poor of

3

be Perishioners legally settled
id Parish of OLd Sodbury which sald Certificate

llowed by two of his

and a
for this County and the
and become ch

L I I A I A A A B A ]

e sald Justices having seen and perused the said

d the Overgesr of the Poor of

te and 2
wick upon his Oath Do adjudge that

s
Nicholls end

William Elizabeth his wife are bDecome
chargesble to the ssid Parish of Fainswick snd

thelr last legal settlement is din the

0ld Sodbury aforesald

L A A

therefore to recuire you the Churchwsrdens and
of the Poor of the saild Perish of Painswick some
you forthwith to Remove and Convey from the saild
Peginswick unto the Perish Uld SBodbury aforesaid
ey them to the Churchwardens snd Oversecrs of the

some or one of then {together with this

o)
a time copy thereof) who is and are hereby
to reweive snd provide for their and the Law
Hands and Seals the
1748

Given under our

in the year of our lord




Appendix 2

Revengtein's Laws of Migration

298

Lt does not admit of doubt that the call for lsbour in our centres

1 - sy

of industry and commerce is the prime cause of those currents of migraticn

which it is the object of this paper to trace. I therefore,

perhaps somewhat presumptucusly of "laws of migration®, we can
to the mode in which the deficiency of hands in one part of th

is suppled from other parts where population is redundant,

1. We have already proved that the great body of our migrent

we speak
only refer

e country

Ty
8 0On.Ly

proceed a short distance, and thet there tekes place consequently a
al

univers shifting of displacement of the populetion, which pr
fcurrents of migration® setting in the dirsction of the great

-

of commerce and industry which absorb the migrants.

oduces

centres

In forming an estimate of this displacement we must take into account

the number of natives of each county which furnishes the migran
the populstion of the towmns or districts which sbsorb thenm,

Ze It is the natural outcome of this movement of migration,

8 algo

)

limited in

range, but universal throughout the country, that the process of abscrption

would go on in the following menner :-

The inhabitants of the country immediately surrounding a town of rapid

(m

rowth, flock into it; the

o

veps bthus left in the rural population are

filled up by migrants from more remote districts, until the attrsctive

force of one of our repidly growing cities mskes 1ts influence

felt, step

by step, to the most renote corner of the kingdom, Higrsnts enumersted

in a certein centre of sbsorption will consequently grow less

3,

distance proportlonately Lo the native populsiion which furni

with the

ghes thenm

snd a map exhibiting by tints the recruiting process of any town ought

e

lesrly to demanstrate this fact. hat this is actuslly the

O

found by referring to maps 3,4,5 and 9. These maps show at th
that facilities of communicetion mey frequently countervail th

adventage of distance,

3. The procese of dispersion is the inverse of that of asbsorption,

whibits similar features.

2yt oo

Lo Bach main current of migration produces a compensating CO
current.

5 Hdgrants proceeding long distances generslly go by prefex
ree or industry.

the grest centres of co
6., The natives of towns are less migratory than

-

cass will bs

the geme time

e dis~—

8
joy}

unter—

ence Lo one

those of the rural TS



Appendix 2 - continued

of the country,

-

7 Females are more migratory than males.

Lee, op. cit., 47, suggests that Ravenstein identifies two further laws

in his second paper.

=

1. Technology and Migration, "Does migration increase? I believe s0 ...

fAl]

wherever 1 wes able to mzke a comparison I found that an increase in the

A

meens of Jocomotion and a development of menufeactures and commerce have

-y - . . . Fa 5
led to an increase in migration. (p.2688)
Z,  Dominsnce of the economic motive, "Bad or oppressive laws, heavy

taxation, an unatitractive climate, uncongenisl social surroundings snd
even compulsion (slave trade, transportation), all have produced and are
still producing currents of migration, but none of these currents cen
compeare in volume with that which arises from the desire inherent in most

men to 'better! themselves in materisl respects®, (p. 266).

O
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Appendix 3

Lee's Migration Hypotheses

cenons within a given territory varies with the degree of

diversity of areas included in that territory.

cessse varies with the diversity of people {iﬁ terms of race, or

ethnic origin, educstion, income or trzdition).
(o b4 )2 }

is related to the difficulty of surmounting the intervening

varies with fluctustions in the economy (i.e., volume incresses
with economic prosperity. )

Unless sever checks are imposed, both the volume and rate of migration

tend to increase with time,

1

Volume of Migration
By
2

,bb

cﬂ LI -2

obstacles,

éﬂ & B o H DG

€,

.

Volume and rate of migretion vary with the stalte of progress in a
country or area (i.e. genersl level of economic development),

would be heavy in developed countries and internal migration

uld be at a high rate.
ter-sty

)

Migration tends to take place largely within well defined streams,
Por every major migration sitream, a counter-stream develops.
The efficiency of the stre am.gf“tes of stream to counter-stream or

La

he net redistrivution of populstion effected by the cuposite flows)

o

s migration stream

is high if the major factors in
were minug feactors at origin.
The efficiency of stream and counter-stream tends to be low if origin
The efficlency of migration streams will be high if the intervening
obstacles are great.

The efficiency of a migration strean varies with economic conditions,

being high in prosperous times and low in times of depression.

Charscteristics of migrants

Migrstion is selective,

Migrents responding primarily to plus factors at destination tend to

be positively s&ieciedy(i.e. selection for migrents of high qualit ty)

Migrants respon ndi ng primarily to minms factors at origin tend to be

EA
g

negatively selected; or, when the minus factors are overwhelming to

e
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opendix continued .

enter population groups, they may not be selected gt all.
s &y pidiad | o4

Taking all migrants to-geth selection tends to be bimodal.

igrants who leave are L@SfOﬁéing

(For any given origin same of the m

xd

primerily to plus faclors at destination and therefore tend to be

positively selected, while others are responding to minus factors
and therefore tend to be negatively selected. Therefore, if we

e

lot characteristics of total migreants along a continuum renging
L =3

v

1

rom poor to excellent, we often gel a J-sheped or U-shaped curve.

-y

Such curves are found, for exemple, where the characteristic is
either occupational class or educsetion.

The degree of positive selection incresses with the difficulty
of the intervening obstacles,

ate al certain stages of the life

The heightened propensi
cycle is important in the sélection of migrants.
The charescteristics of n tend to be intermediate between the

characteristics of the z 2tion at origin and the population et

desti [S1e
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Populstion in Gloucestershire

c. L70L, 1771, 1811,

1841 and 1851,

Region/Parish

1, Oxford Clay Vale

Do Amprisy
Lechlede
Meyseyhampton

[l = 1 I R S T .
Siddington St. Mary
Siddington 5t. Peter

South Cerney

Zs North Cotswolds

Addelstrop
Aldsworth
Ampney Crucis

Ampmey $t. Mary

Ampney S5t. Peter
Aston Blenk
Bagendon
Barnsley

reat Barrington

CD

ittle Barrington

Batasford

.

unton

to
0

e . wers Y
Bibury(incs. Winson)
Bledington

Bourton on the Hill

e

Bourton on the Water

Brimpsfield
Broadwell
Chariton Abbots
Chedworth
Cherington

Chipping Campden

c. 1701

1771 1811

218 3zl
925 993
265 333
T4 321
155§
806 764
200 228
120 282
357 470
118 168
105 203
171 249
133 125
217 279
393 L27
12l 13
&7 86
56 105
780 952
251 326
269 301
500 663
28% 320
245 282
63 99
787 896
158 167
n/d 168.

1851

425
1300
410
469

077

345
101
983
220
2087

1851

b3
1373
376
502

1103

196
379

LA
PO
Lo

963
220
2351

W
O
AN

Porish
ownership
1641

8. D.

(03]
“+
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Appendix L continued

Parish

Region/Parish c. 1701 c. 1771 1811 1841 1851  owmership
1843

2. Do
Cirencester LO00 2878 L5540 6014 £096 m
Clapton on the Hill 80 11z 104 117 11z A
Coates 120 200 259 273 LDO
Colesbourne 120 251, 237 256 269 B 8+
Coln St. Aldwyn %00 392 380 128 492 At
Coln St. Dennis 80 112 162 200 229 H 4
Coln Rogers 70 125 139 137 156 H A+
Compton Abdzle 13 1320 1580 260 256 B As
Condicote &80 105 12 165 174 A
Cowley 160 268 270 317 317 A
Cranhem 170 170 317 14,28 350, !
Cubberley 80 178 161, 231 L3 H A+
Daglingworth 138 184 230 302 3220 Ak
Finnocs R AR O p
Dowdeswell 120 199 185 24L9 304, H 8
Driffield 120 137 136 148 161 ok
Duntisbourne Abbots 180 176 263 3540 371 H A
Duntisbourne Rous 60 72 100 138 160 H A+
Bastington (Northleach) — n/d n/d 146 350 421 At
Bastleach Martin 120 713 215 186 197 H A+
Bastleach Turville 200 LOO 370 L2 L6 A
Bbrington 341 469 359 583 594 A
Edgeworth 120 106 123 148 146 H A+
Elkstone 160 178 285 335 336 A
Byford n/d 25 70 83 L& H S%
Fairford 660 1200 1hhd 1672 1859 S
Farmington 100 195 232 359 339 H 5+
Guiting Power 300 375 613 672 690 0
Halles 80 S0 122 120 90 H A%
Hampnett 60 78 82 195 211 H A+
Harnhill 80 89 65 97 77 E S
Hatherop 150 201 269 358 275 Bk
Hewling 100 122 209 217 212 i&l ibt S
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sppendix L continued

Region/Parish c, 1701 e. 1771 1811 1841 1851 og,i;i;i;p
1841
fa ‘ba
Lecomb 30 9 13 16 g o 8e
Church Iccomb n/d n/d 120 146 131 7
Kempsford 350 5973 657 998 1003 g
Lemington 36 59 63 53 58 B A4
Longborough LOO 389 502 625 656 bk
Mickleton 375 231 565 598 829 m
Moreton in the Marsh 526 579 928 1345 1512 0
aunton 140 258 160 523 568 s
North Cerney 180 384 530 668 689 S
Northleach 900 683 64,7 939 931 0
Hotgrove 150 218 211 181 195 A
Oddington 250 338 412 525 5L5 0
Poulton n/d n/a 305 371 408 ?
Preston 70 171 176 220 218 H A
Prestcote 50 31 L7 62 51 S
Prinknash Park n/d n/a 7 7 13 H A+
Quenington 120 267 311 371 369 At
Rendcombe 120 139 163 248 264 H o#
Great Rissington 277 252 Z61 183 193 At
Little Rissington 160 176 220 218 279 g
Wick Rissingtor 120 182 21k 207 219 S
Hodmarton 180 241 286 E31 L16 H A+
Roel n/d n/d L2 20 12 H A+
Salperton 60 155 162 206 145 S
Sapperton 320 300 368 585 646 A
Sevenhampton 180 266 33 571 553 A
Sezincote 20 3 95 &7 111 H B+
Sherborne 300 360 506 637 67k S+
%‘nip“aon Cliffe 80 130 207 2%2 241 . m-
Shipton Sollars 120 133 126 96 I A+
Side 70 L7 33 L3 L2 H o 5+
Lower Slaughter 150 184 242 222 230 furke
Upper Slaughter 150 178 216 231 218 S+
Snowshill 192 236 272 298 205 £
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Apvendiv 4 continued

Region/Parish c. 1701 ¢, 1771 1811 1841 1851 oii;::f;
1841
Ze Do
Southrop 170 216 268 L03 L25 At
Steanley Pontlarge /A 32 LY 5 56 H o S
Stanwey 250 260 403 28, 359 H S+
Stow on the VWold 1300 1180 1541 2150 2250 m
Stowell 5 5 3l L2 28 1 5+
Stratton 150 173 175 546 622 L
Lower Swell 160 213 235 352 L31 A
Upper Swell az 69 95 &0 83 H A4
Temple Guiting 191 1,26 150 523 525 S
Todenhan 160 L50 363 L7l 462 At
Turkdean 120 113 164 24 z275 O
Jestcote 160 120 131 2L0 247 Y
Whittington 126 n/da 198 231 233 A
Windrush 140 190 289 313 332 A
Winstone 100 160 169 262 252 A
Withington 220 500 650 5818 823 0]
Zb. South Volds
Acton Turville &0 S0 180 311 323 A
Great Padminton 176 n/d 109 552 521 S
Beverstone 164 14y 162 175 199 H S+
Boxwell and Leighterton 104 175 2514, 334 285 At
Cold Ashton 142 21% 268 L1 k79 o]
Didmaxrton 56 72 95 95 101 A
Kingscote 180 13k 246 295 297 S
Marshfisld 800 1237 1415 156740 1645 0
Newington Bagpath 12 354 205 278 239 Ho ad
Nympsfield 250 497 532 466 417 At
Cldbury on the Hill 80 232 317 8% 185 Ao
Ozleworth 70 80 123 106 a8 HE B+
Shipton lioyne 250 25 298 353 LO3 S
Tetbury 1200 3500 2533 2982 3325 O
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Appendix 4 continued

Region/Parish co 1701  co. 1771 1811 1841 1851 0?§Z§;g?p
1841
EE o
Tormarton 130 207 252 L6D L63 At
Owlpen 140 196 181 94 82 S
West Littleton Ly 67 &8 158 161 0
Westonbirt and Lasborough &5 120 122 166 234 H A
3z, Vale of Tewkesbury
Alderton 200 172 261, L1l 486 0
Alstone n/d n/d 83 &89 89 H %
Ashchurch 308 136 571 743 786 A
Ashelworth 350 n/a 503 594 590 0
Aston Somerville 60 51 88 89 89 H A+
Aston sub Edge 104 63 120 134 132 A
Aston under Hill 200 n/éf. 325 32 396 A
Badgeworth 500 549 642 S0F 874 S
Barnwood 180 n/d 306 383 358 0
Beckford 250 403 460 L61 450 S+
Bishops Cleeve 875 1252 1416 194/, 2117 m
Boddington 180 95 336 L1 443 At
Brockworth 200 253 376 409 425 o
Brookthorpe 200 107 137 169 181 0
Buckland and Laverton 250 316 320 377 368 o
Childs Wickhem 350 306 352 469 466 y
Churcham 34,0 309 753 870 1025 m
Churchdown LOO 630 763 999 1043 0
Clifford Cheambers 320 249 2hdy 309 305 A
Cow Honeybourne 156 156 286 %27 3L3 A
Deerhurst 620 530 741 937 892 m
Dorsington 100 S0 103 141 115 S+
Dumbleton 200 200 215 497 457 A
Elmore 300 200 512 379 393 S+
Elmstone Hardwicke 150 1y 32k 410 591 A
Porkhampton 160 208 &7y 160 LEE S+



Apvendix L continued

Parish

Region/Parish c. 1701 ¢, 1771 1811 1841 1851  ownership
1841

2. Do
Down Hatherliey 100 100 122 23z 2L0 L
Haresfield 500 500 552 576 627 0
Hasfield 200 175 265 304 300 A
Hinton on the Gresn 100 1G5 19 178 152 H 84
Kemerton 150 225 196 561 528 0
Lassington L5 33 75 82 &80 &
Leigh 160 205 300 489 L70 0
laisemore 200 210 408 L21 L71 o
iong Marston 190 199 253 337 522 G
latson 50 45 55 61 53 H A+
¥insterworth 300 300 420 458 L9k, 0
Norton 300 250 356 L27 7
Oxenton 120 n/d 141 139 139 Lt
Pebworth 400 436 591 829 757 A
Prestbury LL5 450 667 1283 1314 A
Preston on Stour 200 n/d 291 294 421 S
Quinton 500 547 55l 666 587 0
Saintbury 240 135 147 133 138 H A+
Sandhurst 300 260 299 540 494 o
Shurdington “3;3618‘, 70 80 102 220 203 s/
Stenton 300 310 2L 319 307 S+
Staverton 200 120 230 296 276 A
Sudeley 90 23 76 8l 77 H A
Swindon 90 105 162 204 221 A
Tewkesbury 2500 3000 LE820 5862 5878 m
Tirley 300 280 LO5 550 526 0
Toddington 200 154 261 229 189 H S+
Tredington 100 169 167 163 143 A
Twyning 600 567 813 g70 1011 S+
Up St. Leonards L50 300 7L3 693 1124 0
Walton Cardiff 56 28 5 69 60 H 4

5
Grest Washbourne 60 60 99 100 117 At



Region/Parish

Little ¥Washbourne
Welford

Weston on Avon
Weston sub Edge
Whaddon
Willersey
Winchcomb

Witcomb
Woolzstone

Wormington

fo P Vale of Gloucester

Appendix 4 continued

Arlingham
Berkeley and Stone
Frampton on Severn
Fretherne
Frocester
Hardwicke
Harescombe
Hempstead

Longney

loreton Valence

Quedgeley
Saul

Slimbridge
Stendish
Stinchoonbe
Westbury on Bevern

Whitminster

T L "
Almondsbury

1701 c. 1771 1811 1841
0/ n/a 55 57
450 150 77 608

b
0O O
o O O
S
Ny OND -~
W o=d W
Do
[e 3N}
W Oy
A Y
- N0
B

2715 1960 1936 2613
90 96 135 179
90 100 33 78
80 85 a1 73

N
SO
[GIR ]
[\
O N
T e
R
(SN
N
L A
O o~
}..A
P
oy
O
LGS I W

500 600 81,8 1051
125 96 160 242
250 262 367 30,
280 250 423 5
60 7l 100 132

10 129 128 22,
260 217 379 450
0 169 312 3L
166 233 276
151 365

800 79k 866
00 400 L7k 5L0

Ut A b
[ N U
o0 O

500 150 371 393
200 1300 1765 2225
200 231 339 391
530 n/a 128 1584

\rd
P -
o

N
o

3

ot
o

~J

A
&}
Qo

Parish

ownership

1811

e
)

e

5 O

8]

oW o O oo
'§'

oo O o WO

(@]

[eas



Region/Parish

Alveston

Compton Gresnfield

Elberiton

CIL

ch

il
Henbury
Hill
Horton

Littleton on Severn

™

lvesto

o

X

(ockhampton

B

Chipping Sodbury
Little Sodbury

0ld Sodbury
Thornbury
Tytherington
Tortworth

Wapley and Codrington

Shirehampton in
Westbury on Trym

%d. Over Severn

Bromsberrow
Bulley
Corse
Dymock
Hartpury
Huntley
Kempley
Hewent

Cxenhall

C.

Appendix L. continue
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Lt

o8
o
[

Parish

1851 ownership
1841

2. De

8L7 o

6L H S+

135 H B+

499 A

L7 S

2525 m
216 H 54+
461 o
190 H O

1669 0
235 C

1185 0
128 A
820 G

4292 m
465 m
237 A
305 S

260 S
253 0
586 9
1771 o
884 B
555 A
305 At
3306 m
288 bt



Avpendix L continued

Region/Parish ce 1701 c. 1771 1811
Pauntley 115 &7 230
Preston 60 L0 90
Hudford. 106 106 172
Teynton 200 250 416
Tivberton 150 230 252
Upleadon 100 100 183

Ly Forest of Dean

Abbenhsall 88 158 201
Alvington 200 n/d 213
Awre and Blakeney 700 755 1035
Blaisdon 180 137 207
Hnglish Bicknor 300 500 500
Flaxley 200 196 158
East Dean n/d n/d 2039
West Dean n/d n/d 2034
Hewesfield 200 253 2L9
Little Dean 320 1423 754
Mitcheldean 600 590 535
Longhope 500 L70 GL6
Lydney andAflburton 700 661 1160
Newland 2200 2997 A147
Newnham LO0 1000 952
Ruardesn 500 758 735
5t, Brisvels LOG 766 867
staunton 220 220 171
Tidenham 600 500 918
Woolaston 100 459 6Lb
5 South Gle,Coalfield

Bltton <l2§§f§i§§f§§‘ 1150 163, 6061
Cromhall 360 216 567

Prempton Cotterell 300 393 1419

OO b e e

2

5

oo

g,
he

O O
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Apvendix L continued

, Parish
Region/Parish c. 170L e, 1771 1811 1841 1851 ownership
1841
2. D
Iron Acton 250 460 397 1342 1265 0
Mengotsfield 750 2000 2901 3862 3967
Pucklechurch 250 460 535 862 931
Rangeworthy 150 120 265 353 %02 At
Siston 450 n/d 833 1014 926
Stapleton 700 1280 1921 390, L8LO 0
Stoke Gifford 200 283 315 480 L858 A
St. George n/d 3435 1909 8318 8905 0
Westerleigh 100 930 1632 1776 1679 0
Wickwar 1000 850 805 1125 966 0
Wick and Abson 230 400 671 794 826 At
¥interbournse 500 567 2333 3151 2876
Yate 320 12 717 1057 1080
6a. Northern Cloth Region
Avening 600 856 1602 2227 2321 O
Bisley 3200 4905 4757 5339 4801 0
Fastington 450 767 1223 1671 1886
Horsley 1200 n/d 2925 3064 2931 0
Eings Stanlsy 1000 1257 1722 2200 2095 O
Leonard Stanley 500 512 538 874 861 A
Minchinhampton 1806 LOOO 324 4850 IONS: o
Miserdine 25 L77 502 509 L4BY S
Painswick n/d 3300 3201 3730 346l 0
Pitchcombe 80 20 204 253 145 A
Randwick 400 650 748 979 959 Y
Rodborough 750 1481 1628 2107 2208 0
Stonehouse and 500 759 1711 ) 5
Heywards Field ertl 2595 g 9
Stroud 3000 LOOO H3a21 8680 8796 O
Woodchester L6EO 792 845 908 893 C
6b.  Soutnern Cloth Region
Alderisy 120 157 197 174 145 A

Cam 800 1070 1501 1851 1640 O



aopendix 4 continued

‘ ) Parish
Region/Parish c. 1701 e, 1771 1811 1841 1851 ownership
1841
Be D

Charfield 145 200 250 471 515 0
Coaley 500 598 909 979 788 At
Dursley 2500 2000 2580 2931 2752 0

H

Hawkesbury and }
. - 28 o LED 50 5165
Little Badminton 59 896 1402 2231 2165

Kingswood. n/d n/d 963 1321 1227
North Nibley 1000 1700 1290 1305 1133
Uley 900 1310 1912 1713 1327
Wotton under Bdge 3500 4000 3800 4702 L22l,

[ I o T & I

s Cheltenham

Cherliton Kings 550 458 1005 3232 2174 o
Cheltenham 1500 1433 8325 31411 35051 ]
Leckhampton 120 142 242 1770 2149 S

b Gloucester

Gloucester inc. 4990 5291 6220 11726 13554
North and South Hamlet

Ville and Littleworth

7Cs Bristol suburbs

Clifton 450 1367 €981 14177 17634 Q
Horfield 100 125 146 620 1221 A
Westbury upon Trym 650 900 25L5 4358 6096 0

L70L date from &tkyns., L1771 data from Rudder,

e o

after Ho

Perish ownsrship. =

bably includes Litile Badminton in 1701 and 1771

Bristol includes parishes of St. James, and St. Philip and Jacob,
which are excluded from region 7c.

OO S ki I PO T DU PO T 3 TSN -~y . I e R
Region To. Viestbury probably includes Shirehsmpton in 1701 and 1771l.

[



Avpendix 5.1

Gloucestershire Sconomic Hegion

o
Hegilon G, 1707 c. 1771 c, 1811 1841 1851

1. Oxford Clsy Vale 1660

28.

Appendix k. gives the totals

2
North Cotswold 23759 27528 36201 L4659k L4832l
South Wolds LO71 7552 7680 9401 9750

Vele of Tevwkesbury 20604, 19501 28336 25877 36169
Vale of Cloucester 8125 77LL 11500 13723 13990
Vele of Berkeley £120 7580 13606 1781 17518
Over Severn Lot 5125 7782 957 10031
forest of Dsan &706 10843 17267 28594 33713
South Glos, Cswwf?ﬁlaj 7000 16540 26781 LO139 41126
Northern Cloth kegion 14096 2L702 30173 L0372 38918
Southern Cloth Kegion 10063 11831 14884 17678 15936
Cheltenham™ 2170 2033 9572 36413 L0357l
Gloucester 4950 5291 6220 11726 1355l
Bristol suburbs in 1200 2282 9672 19155 24951

South Glos. 5

These dates havs been adopted as representative dates for the bulk of the

datsa.

Cromhell is c;upteé %ithin the coslfield as the 1821 notes to the

rel to - of z new plt in the area and a consequent increase
1z

Charlton Kings and Leckhampton had become part of suburban Cheltenham

is counted within the coszl 1e*a4th0ugh its growth 50 close te
Bristoel might werrsnt its inclusion reglon 7¢. The two ;

growth ere different, though it could be argued That proxis
stimulated growth at & faster rate than other cozlfield Par‘skes. S?ift@n
Horfield, end Westbury upon Trym (excluding sShirehempion) n
1851,

This table inc the county as defin
Vie, c. 61, 1qg vgiiamie, I ’
Lower chp%ong bﬁﬁ@&ﬁé”Gﬁ, Mineﬁy, Les, Sutton




Stoke were transt

erred out of the Uounty by that Act,
Poulton, Church Iccomb, alstone and Little Washbourne
to it. The totals cannot be directly conpered because
glghteanth century estima .

e

those parishes from th

es are incomplete, Appendix

Lo enable growth rates to b

o o O
Q o+

ot
i)
fot
0

31

LR



Region

I

C. 1701
1660
21995
2895

19304

8125
5590
4026
8508
6550
12896
10063
2170
4990

1200

110972

Gloucestershire Boopomic Regions.,

Appendix 5,11

Fopuletion

and rabes of growth C,1701-1851,

C.1771
2471
27471
7552
19401
77k

758k

5125
10843
13105
214,02
11931
02

el
W

Y
formd

\
5

509
9

o

3

~

IRV

1811
2755
35716
7271
26376
11900
1183l
7782
12981
21039
24047
13921
9b72
6220
9672

199086

1841
3681

L3574

88L9

33552

13733
15558

975
17562
30807
33578
16357
36413
11726
19155

294190

1851

3797
L5060

9229
35715
13990
15206
10031
19777
31299
32523
14709
LOZT
13554
24951

508275

1701-71
6.97
3. 54

13.41
0,07
-0, 68
He 10
3.9
5.92
1429
el
2,65
-0s9
0.86
12,88

Lo 30

Decennial % Growbh

1771-1811

37

3

@

Oo~d

O AW

g

8.9
13.43
1.1
12,96

2,82

15 ® 3.}4.

3.09
Lo 17
92.7

be 39
80. 96

9.48

1811~41
1.2
975
7e23
9.05
5.13
10649
8.1
11,76
15.48
13.21
9.83
9347
29,51
32,68

15.92

1641-51
3.15
Fall
L 29
075
1.87

-2, 26
S
12,61
1.6
=3¢1h
~10.0
10.88
15.59
30025

A
E‘..J
AN



sovendix 5,11 continusd

Perishes excluded from this table are 211 those in 4

s

leble for one or both of the eighteenth

for which

o+

century estimates, In the case of the Vale of Berkeley, ©
4 AN

h
of Almondsbury i depress slightly the growth rate in the period up

to 1811, as its decennial growbh be
3 &

£
o

nereas 1t wes 1

ig the lack of

o to

s A

i
ot
oo
F

peripheral esrly growth in the Forest arsa, these figures u

N

are too low. The emphasis on primsry production rather than secondary

would inter-slis result din the lower rate of growth than that experienced

o4

N

in the South Gloucestershire coslfield in the eighteenth century, The

¥

removal of 3 both close to Bristol's market and the

<

Avon Valley s the growth for this

region between 1701-1771.
it is the data from this table which forms Figure 18,



T e 4 U e - NP R I T v A R Y \ Yy
Net Migration Rate and Natursl Population Change

18431-51 hange
Het
Registration District Natural Census migration
Bristol 329.1 1232 —~23%7 ~146G

A ~78L. 103 887
5 1142 826 ~316
Clifton 330.1 405 345 3052
2 586 2397 1811
3 1273 587 -686
L 2861 3371 490
5 652 1759 1107
6 ww ~-317 596 915
Chipping Sodbury 331.1 4h9 ~-226 ~575
2 39 -1z =405
3 556 -95 -651
L W 515 367 ~582
Thormbury 32,1 207 &0 1z
2 W 53 -62 =593

N
U
(@]
}.._?
i
Ui
M
i
(S
N
o

Dursley 533.1 L3 ~{hd; ~1217
2 247 -638 -885
3 w 494 ~436 =930
Westbury on Severn 3341 1962 1771 ~191
2 W L57 576 59
Newent 335,11 W 903 LAY —ig By
Z 581 L1g ~162
Gloucester 336,11 230 558 328
z W Lil 568 127
3 632 1295 663
4 953 2809 1856
Wheatenhurst 537.1 383 72 -311

N
it
)
1
Uy
1
Un
0
B

-

N



appendix 6 continued

1841-51 Change

Net
Hegistration District Naturel Census migration
Stroud 336.1 46k ~146 ~610

L85 ~458 ~9L3

WO
&
ASN]
) f
W
P AN
[¢3]

i
NOAND
N
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o
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..,\1

Tethury 339,

S
&
\O
£
&

Cirencester 340, &1L 194 520
2w 1146 83 ~1063
3 545 522 ~223

Northleach 31,1 W 1102 225 ~779
2 98

Wnd
P
1A
L2
bt
un
[as)
Ny
ot
&
W
]
.‘M -
-\J
N

Stow-on-the-yold

3]
=t
U
\)‘1
&
Un
O
&.\;
L
~J

\gj
L
@

Winchcombe

oo e
A%
o
SO NN !
ASY
} sk
i
LN
»\}
4‘:»-

Cheltenham 34, 1079 296 -7 7L
Z2 W 215 3640 + 1220
Tewkesbury 345,11 615 ~56 ~E71

A
S
£
Fot
O AN
o
i {
f: £
(o
[

“,.
&
Y
[
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v

Parts of the county cutside registreation county

vhere Gloucestershire parishes constitue over 50% of the sub-

district's populabion.

In Bomerset 327,14 747 ~118 ~865

z 1479 27 ~1205
In Werwickshire L406.1 L92 421 ~71
In Mommouthshire 5
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Notes

Source

-
s

Arpendix 6 continuad

L3
H

after 26.6.1845 part of Bast Uean township in Ross district
{3@?) ermexed,

ewent sub-district includes Aston Ingham and Linton (Hereford)
vwhich congtitute 2%% of the total po

Redmarly sub-~district includes Redmarly D'Abitot and Staunton

(Worcs.) 31 of 1851 population.
c

Tetbury sub-district includes Long Newton and Ashley (Wilts.)
&% of 1851 population.
Cir ester sub-district includes Kemble, Poole keynes,

Somerford Keynes and Shorncote (Wilts.) 13% of 1851 populztion.
Fairford sub-district includes liarston lisisey (Wilts.) 4%
of 1851 population.

Stow sub~district includes Daylesford and Evenlode (Worcs.)

7% of 1651 population,

Guyting sub-district includes Cutsdean (Vorcs. ) 3% of population
in 1851.

Deerhurst sub-district includes Chaseley and Pendock (Worcs.)
156 of 1851 population.

o

verbury sub~district includes part of Overbury and cart of

Bredon, 75/ of 1651 population. Not divided until 1.4.1849.

Bitton sub-district

Siston and part of Bitton. Somerset perishes mske ug

nham,

Y% of 1851 populstion.

Uldland sub~district includes h&ngo%sfielé.an& vert of Bitton.

¥

Cazmpden sub-district includes Ilmington which was largely in
Werwick and makes up 1&e of 1851 population.

Lydney sub-district ) P s hioal .
: T totally within geographical county
Coleford sub~district ) S WLin geographical count

1841 Census (7th June)

e r’ % Ao T T T [P 5 e, ; - = i
1851 Census (30th Merch) Registrat Generel's reporits
o . Calendar years)

1861 Gensus (8th April) (Calendar years)
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Appendix 7

L. Gloucestershire.
L . - . *
rHstance Band Kms, mid class ring arss multiplier
. z2 value
kms, = -

PR Z
1000 km.

2k - 3

=
O
oo
L]
S
oN
(el
o

10. 29 .552
4O = L47.9 Ly 2212,57 0. 452
48 ~ 55.9 52 26111, 86 0,382
56 - 63,9 60 3017.14 0. 331
Gl - 71.9 68 S4d9. 43 0. 292
72 = 79.9 76 3821, 71 0. 262

Zero is replaced by C.0L in th

transformation. Log ¥ = Lo

derived from Randall's resesrch are

different 28 2 result of the aggregation zones used in that thesis,

P . . . . - \ z
multiplier x total documents in zone = weighted value/1000 kms.”.
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Appendix 8

Removal Orders 'from' selected parishes in the Gloucestershire Woollen Cloth Manufacturing Region by quinquennih,

Date FALBHIQESIIIIQRRVIIIBGERNGERNGEIDGHRR3 93
W WO H WO WO g W0 A WO H N O ~ O WO H O 1 \O \O \
mm:\l\@oommmoo,-lr\Nmmmﬂgmmm\oml\wmamﬂgﬂ\gm\ﬁﬂ\o.

Parish EEEE S S SEREENNNNNRRCORRERRREEESE54885833
Bisley 1 1 3 4 3 110 1010 2 4 2 1 612 9 6 512 5 2 1 2 8 6 2116 13 10
Painswick 1 3 3 5 L 6 1 316 71k 7 9 412192, 812 4 1 6 16 19 30 28 14 13 5
Stonehouse 1 1 11 6 2 3405 6 2 4 6 3 4 3 8 8 30
Stroud 1 4 1 4 2 1 6 6 5 4 3 1 4 4 914 4 214 8 4 2 8 312 L 422, 719 3
Cam 1 ‘ 1 15 2 5 5 2 2 213 8 3817 7 1
Dursley 1 2 2 5 3 4 6 2211710 31322 921 7 9 9 6 5 6 & 64722 1
Hawiesbury 2 2 2 3 2 1 3 1 7 2 5 L 1 5 6 2202 5 1
Kingswood 1 1 1 3 2°7 7 4 2 , L 1 1 3 3 4 4 332201411 6
North Nibley 1 2 1 411 4 5 3 610 9 3 2 1 L 4 9 L2618 3 1

n 11 1 9 5 7131313 817 23 16 50 32 58 42 40 23 53 91 60 54 59 49 34 23 30 35 84 6o 286 165 57 61 16

+ 1includes register data for which no documents survive

n.b., row totals vary from Tables 36 and 38 when date or location of document not established.

1851-55
1856-60

1861-65

186
304
112
2 1 23
111
267
107
136
141

XA



Date

Purish
bisley
Painswick
Stonehouse
Stroud
Cam
bursley
Havkesbury
Kingswood

Horth Nibley

1661-65
1666-70
1671-75

Removal Orders 'to' selected parishes in the Gloucestershire

Appendix 9

Woollen Cloth Manufacturing Region,

by quinquennia.

1676~80

1681-85

-

1686-90

]

1691-95
1696-97
1697-00
1701-05

2 1

1706-10
1711-15
1716-20
1721-25
1726-30
1731-35
1736-40
17,315

]
]
-

n

L 2 4 1 116

1746-50
1751-55
1756-60
1761-65
1766-70
177175
1776-80
1781-85
1786-90
1791-95

=
=]
o
-
o
W
[«))
= \D
N oY KON
[ edB © U 2 -FF—'
ot
L) o

2 C2
1 3 155 2 16 9 5

n

[
= N

1796-00

W N NN

1801-05
1806-10
1811-15

[ andE o SN « B (VR € )

1816-20

.10 9
619 15 34 24 14 21 13
3 91621 4 1

3
3
Z
2
2
L
4

4 10
1 5
10 10
177
9 9
312

QO U 0n O
§RNIF TR
BEREE
O @ WO «©
L T e T e T e T o I |

31212 17 23 4

71113 410 7
314 3 110 3
L 22 12

31413 4 6
616 16 12 8
8231910 9

PP e

1851-55
1856-60

1861-65

W

N O

8 28 15 22 19 22'15 26 34 22 18 22 24 21 21 25 53 81 65171 116 62 BB 30 22 és

131
259
65
159
69
o
105
106

2134

443
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5

o

T Cccupations and civil sta

Burler
Cardboard maker
Cardmaker
Cardwinder 2
Clothworker
Combmaker

Dyer

Feltmaker
Fuller
Jennyspinner
Scribbler
Sheargrinder
Sheaxrmaker
Shearman
Soapboiler
Yeaver 2
Woolcomber
Joolsorter
Woolworker -
Breechesmaker
Collarmaker
Cordwainer
Tailor 2
Blacksmith
Gunsmith )
Tinker/Grinder
Watchmaker
Basketmaker
Bricklayer
Cabinetmaker
Carpenter
Cooper 1
Glazier

Mason

Plasterer
Saviyer
Slaymaeker
Stonecutter
Wheelwright
Baker

Butcher

Miller
Victualler
Barber )
Perukemaker
Parm labourer
Footman
Furzecutter
Gardener
Labourer 1
Servant

Armed forces
Carter
Schoolmaster

n 8

M

11

N

33

1C

=

o

7 18

n

16

N

45

323



abpendix 10

II Occupations and civil status of migrants to Painswick

Burler

Cardboard maker
Cardmaker

Cardwinder 1
Clothworker 1
Combmaker

Dyer

Feltmaker

Fuller

Jennyspinner
Scribbler
Sheargrinder
Shearmaker

Shearman

Soapboiler

Veaver 3
Woolcomber
Woolsorter
Woolworker
Breechesmaker
Collarmaker
Cordwainer

Teilor 1
Blacksmith )
Gunsmith
Tinker/Grinder
Watchmaker
Basketmaker
Bricklayer
Cabinetmaker
Carpenter 1
Cooper 1
Glazier

Mason

Plasterer

Sawyer

Slaymaker
Stonecutter
Wheelwright

Baker

Butcher

Miller

Victualler 1
Barber

Perukemaker

Farm labourer
Footman

Purzecutter

Gardener

Labourer 3
Servant 1
Armed forces

Carter

Schoolmaster

n 13

M

10

55

13

MCh

N

= oN

27

324



Aocendix 10

IIT OQccupations and civil status of migrants to otonehouse

o

i%a

Burler
Cardboardmaker
Cardmaker
Cardwinder
Clothworker 20
Combmaker
Dyer
Faltmaker
Fuller
Jennyspinner
Scribbler
Sheargrinder
Shearmaker
Shearman 4
Scapboiler
Weaver . 1 20
Woolcomber
hoolsorter
Woolworker 7
Breechesmaker
Collarmaker
Cordwainer
Tailor
Blacksmith
Gunsmith
Tinker/Grinder
Watchmaker
Basketmaker
Bricklayer
Cabinetmaker
Carpenter L
Cooper
Glazier
kason
Plasterer
Sawyer
Slaymaker
Stonecutter
Wheelwright
Baker
Butcher 1
Miller 1
Victualler
Barber 3
Perukemaker
Ferm labourer
Footman 1
Furzecutter
Gardener
Labourer 17
Servant 3
aArmed forces
Carter
Schoolmaster

O

Y

W

|

n 2 104

KC

MCh
b a b
1 7
1

1

1

3

8 1 16
1

1
38
1

1 1
1

1

2

1

2

2

1

1

L 8
16 2 57

Sp

325



Appendix 10

IV OQccupations and civil status of migrants toc Dursley

Burler
.Cardboardmaker
Cardmaker
Cardwinder
Clothworker
Combmaker
Dyer
Feltmaker
Fuller
Jennyspinner
Scrivbler
Sheargrinder
Shearmaker
Shearman
Soaphoiler
Weaver
Woolcomber
YWoolsorter
Woolworker
Breechesmaker
Collarmaker
Cordwainer
Tailor-
Blacksmith
Gunsmith
Tinker/Grinder
Ylatchmaker
Wiredrawer
Basketmaker
Bricklayer
Cabinetmaker
Carpenter
Cooper
Glazier
kason
Plasterer
Sawyer
Slaymaker
Stonecutter
Wheelwright
Baker
Butcher
Miller
Victualler
Barber
Perukemaker
Farm labourer
Footman
Furzecutter
Gardener
Labourer
Servant
Armed forces
Carter
Schoolmaster

10

N

P AN N

3h

20

AN

NN

11

LiC

LCh
b a b
2
1 1
1
1
1 1
1
1
2
1
1
1
1
2 2
7 7 6

Sp

326



327

Appendix 10

V Summaryof Appendices 10.I - 10.IV

M MC MCh . Sp Total
a b a o) a b a b a b
Burler 1 1
Cardboardmaker 1 1
Cardmaker 10 8 3 2 15 8
Cardwinder 3 1 L
Clothworker L 34 1 5 5 1L 10 52
Combmaker 1 1
Dyer 1 1
Feltmaker 2 2
Fuller 1 1
J ennyspinner 1 1
Scribbler 1 16 1 1 2 5 b 22
Sheargrinder 1 1
Shearmaker 1 1
Shearman L 3 7
Scapboiler 1 1
Weaver i 13 43 2 16 7 L1 2 22 102
Yoolcomber 2 1 3
Voolsorter 1 1
VWoolworker 7 8 15
Breechesmeker 1 1
Collarmaker 1 1 2
Cordwainer 2 7 L 3 1 1 7 11
Tailor 6 2 2 3 2 5 10 10
Blacksmith 2 5 2 1 3 L 9
Gunsmith 1 1
Tinker/Grinder 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 L
Plasterer L 1 5
Sawyer 3 3
Slaymaker 1 1
tonecutter 1 1
Wheelwright 3 3
Baker 1 1
Butcher 1 1 2
Miller 1 1 2
Victualler 1 1
Barber L ’ L
Perukemaker 1 1 1 1 2 2
Farm laebourer 1 3 1 -3 1 7
Footman 1 1
Furzecutter 1 1
Gardener 1 1
Labourer 5 37 3 10 L 2L 12 7L
Servant 1 14 1 2 5 7 3 27
Asrmed forces 1 1 1 2 2 2 5
Carter 1 1
Schoolmaster 1 1
n 57 212 26 5L 2€ 135 9 109 410
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cendix 10

This teble is based on an snalysis of Settlement Certificates znd

Exeminations for the parishes of Bisley, Painswick, Stonehouse and

=

bursley. These perdishes were chosen on the basis of the volume of

extant data.

The identification of the origin of each migrant followed the rules

listed below
Be The place of legsl settlenent in s Ceritificate, UYhe law of

Serivetive settlenent and step-migration have sn unguantifisble

e

effect on the sccuracy of the identified links,

B In Exeminetions, only the final link in e known step-migration
is used. In other cesses the settlement in which an apprentice-

ship was served isused. If only a birthplace is given and the

legsl settlement of the father can be determined then this is

used to ddentify the setilement of a son.
.

¢, For unskilled workers, the last place of service mentioned in

sn Examination or the place of legel settlement in a Certificate

are usSed.
icates have been issued reirospectively following
o they are included in the latter category. This

imoly that the original migration wes not constrained by

the Certificate system, Two Certificates for Bisley, issued
o the same day as the Examination, are regarded as
retrospective, In the Painswick collection, of the Certificates
and fxaminations stating occupations, there is an overlap of
19 documents. Bight Certificates were issued retrospsctively
within six weeks of the Examination and seven were issued at
a much later date, Only four Certificates pre-date tne
Examinations., TFor Bisley there was a similar overlap of 19
documents with 7, 12, and O falling in the respective time
categories,

The number of categorises identifying civil status has been reduced

to four broad groups

a M Unaccompanied married man, bachelor.

Married couples

Ty T I . 5 c s/
MCh Married person or couples with child(ren)

) Lot py o s P P 5 A 3 F s
Sp  Spinster, widow or unsccompanied female

s i
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Avvendix 10 notes continued

ivil status are more fully shown

s

In several cases detail

4]
o)
o

F Tt

on the Certificates than in related subsequent Bxaminations,
It would seem unwise to accept the latber too literally in
this respect as lack of information ageinst a male name may

d e

not indicate bachelor status.



o e

33

Parish number <10 les P
L }.é é@,i)
Atherton 22

N

Burslough

Cronton

g O s

foet

?D: N (Y]
(R ] U & SIS WS R O CHE AW

o

}».-,J
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. distances, Ranov

91.7
70.5
100
TN
66.7

95

7 —y
[s1e P
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a1l Ord

ercentege of

21l documents

N

A

226

e

o —_— P
{az%er Uxley 399)

'from!

carishes in the West Derby Hundeed of Lencashire

Parish number <10 miles
(16 km) al
Ltherton 53
Cronton 1
Halewood %

Lowton
North Meols 7
Parr
Poulton ¥. ¢

Sankey Great 1

nb. L. pre and post 1795 Hemoval Orders are not

5

> C5t7 eyt g KEpseces S v b e TSI PR
Z. Quarter Session Hemovel Urders not in
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ot
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Avpendix 11 continued

e

Migration distences., Removal Orders 'to!

narishes in the West Derby Hundred of Lancashire.

Psrish number <10 miles  Percentage of el
(16 km) all documents

itherton 56 L2.7 131

Cronton 6 10 6

P

'“s*
(25

o

-
{42

Halewood

Houghton 10 100 10
Lowton Al L7.2 72

N
(SN
e,
®
U
o

bri
B
L
Pt
oo
oo
ft
&
A
i\\\

Poulton F. 1z 48,0 25
Frescot 51 5leb 99
SenMey Grest 2 Lo 5

n 196 51.0 28l

moval Orders are not specified.

n. 0. pre and post

31



Mipration distences for selected Essex,

Avvendix 12

Berkshire and Oxfordshire parishes

total

Settlement Certificates 'tof

kms) county (kms) meax

Lssex

Hural parishses 139
Textile villages 1737
Textile towns 1690
Chelmsford 334
Rochford 217
Berkshire

Y
[exN

Hursl parishes

g
Cookham §neay é@nﬁen) 152

Textile villsges b19
Reading 222
Oxfordshire

Rural parishes 386
Textile villages 72
Textile toms 563
(inecl. Oxford)

Oxford 21k

Removal Orders '"to!

Iissex

Rural parishes 781
Textile villages 332
Textile towns 539
Chelmsford 149

Berkshire
Rural parishes 126

Textile villages 587

fot
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Ut
O
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o
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o
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U

w
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o
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NG

5
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(84
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Al

20,8
1 7
20,6
27.7
2544
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h.2
22,8
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from in  mean  extra mean  overall
T S fo 71 5 g e 4 5 5
TOTAL  county {kms,} county (kms) mean (kms)

Ty “1 / S -3
Removals 'to' (continued)

Oxfordshire

Hursel parishes 1Ll &8 8.8 56 42,5 21,9
Textile villages L5 28 9.0 17 L2.3 227
Textile towms 113 LS 13,1 &l 72.2 L5.6
Uxford iy 15 12,0 29 75.2 53.7
Removal Ordsrs 'from?

Oxfordshire

Rursal parishes 9,6 32,0 17.6
Towns 11.2 48.0 24,0

After Thomas, oOp. cit., Appendix T.
The celculstions for Textile villages in Essex for Settlement Certificates
omits the parish of Great Leighs as no mesn mileage was stated,

The datae for Removael Orders 'from' provided no totals, only mean vslues,



Appendix 13

o
Certificates/1000 kms.” for selected parishes in

Northanptonshire, Surrey and Bssex,

Distance Band (kms) 0,1-3 3,16 6.1-9 9e1-12 12.1-15  15.1-18  18,1-21  21.1-24  24,1-27  27.1-30
mid class o Leb bo B a5 10.5 13.5 16.5 19.5 22.5 255 28,5
Ring area (kms. ) 28,28 Elpe 86 143,43 198,00 255,00 511le 1l 367,72 121 28 480, 86 53745
Kettering 1131.5 1715 127.3 3h6.5 a1 73.8 10,7 6l.1 26,9 9.3
Reigate L313,9 T77.5 466,6 207.1 105.8 28.9 29.8 25.9 20s7 26,0
Bodking 27581 223.8 459.6 217.2 58,8 22.5 5Le2 8Le 6 29.0 16.7
Brainteee 3536.0 164.9 134.3 197.0 39.2 28,9 35.2 42,3 e b 93
Castle Hedingham 74246 329.8 495 85.9 431 0 2.7 Gl 2.1 5.7
Chelmsford 2298, 4 Uli7.6 37he 7 131.3 121.5 70.6 35.2 42.3 53,8 18.6
Chigwell 565, 8 164.9 1414 15,2 54.9 22.5 Sl n Lol 3.7
Colchester St. Botolph  12411.k 212,0 120.2 60,6 39,2 28.9 19.0 141 18.6 1.9
St. James 62235, 1 82,5 2843 121.2 35.3 22,5 13.6 2oly 12,4 0
St. Leonards  2864.2 176.7 77.8 455 51.0 9.6 Dolp Lol beo L 1.9
Dedham 7h2.6 U459 b 106.1 197.0 35.3 L 9 10.8 7.1 8.3 1.9
Karls Colne 56548 625, % 210, b 106.1 66.6 19.3 19.0 beod 10.4 3.7
Great Bardfield 1520.5 200, 3 91.9 556 43.1 16,1 S5elt b7 0 0
Great Clacton 60L. 1 29L.5 106,1 40,0 19.6 25.7 37.9 Lo 7 8.3 5a6
Great Coggershall 707.2 801, 0 318,2 111.1 32504 L9 325 40,0 3542 16.7
Halstead 35.36  801.0 367.6 242, 4 39.2 70.6 146.3 18.8 18.6 13.0
Ingatestone 919.4 200, 3 106,.1 70,7 1%.6 6oly 267 be 7 10,4 3,7
Kirby le Soken 1308.5  270.9  155.5 20,2 31al 6ok 16.3 2l.2 2+ 1 o9
Rayleigh 565, 8 207k 1ded 506 5 58,8 35.53 2l ly 9olp 8.3 367
Thorpe 1le Boken L59,7 270.9 70.7 30,3 39,2 12.8 27,1 a7 6,2 Tals
@itham 13de b 765.7 212,1 143k 7ha 5 32,1 111.1 21.2 104 Tols
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Castle Hedinghsam
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Great Clacton
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Halstead

Ingatestone

Kirby le Soken
Reayleigh

Thorpe le Soken

Witham

Aopendix 13 continued

30.1-33  33.1-36 36,1-39  39,1-h2 42,145 L45,1-k0  48,1-51
31e5 3he b 57.5 40.5 Au«> 46,5 49.5
594,00 650.57 707,14 763,72 520,28 876,86 933.43
202 9.2 1hel 1.3 1.2 1.1 1.1

21.8 77 2,8 1.3 1.2 1.1 0
8ols 10,7 o 2.6 3.6 Lo 1.1
1. bo6 2.8 1.3 3.6 1.1 lel
0 0 be 2 2.6 1.2 0 0

134 26,1 9.9 6.5 12.1 18,2 Gul
Zalp 0 2.8 0 0 By 0

10,1 b6 2.6 0 244 0 1.1
Be b 3ol 0 2.6 1.2 1.1 1.1
Jo7 leb Lol o 1e2 O 0

1344 3.1 Lol 1.3 1.2 9] 1.1
3,0 4.6 1ol 1.3 0 1.1 0
1e7 1.5 0 1.3 0 1.1 0
Bols 6.1 L2 6.5 1.2 5.7 1.1
6.7 L6 5.6 2.6 Le2 1ok 0

10,1 7 7 ZMZ 3«9 2@@ 2«:) 1.1
Le7 L5 lole 1.3 0 O lel
1.7 1.5 Lok 1.3 2olp 3.4 0
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Appendix 135 conbinued

Distance Band (kms) 60,1-63  63.1-66  66.1-69  69.1-72  72.1-75  75.1-78  78.1-0L
mid cless 5 61.5 64a 5 67.5 7045 7305 7645 7945
Ring area (kms.”) 1159, 72 1216.2

6 1272.86 1329.43  1386.00  1Lh42.57  1499.1A4
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Advpendix 13 continued

Parishes Total N N medizn band 1601 settlenent
documents &l kms, 33 kans. mid class (kms) POD. status

Kettering 579 39 76 13.5 5011 B Z
Reigate INE) B 25 7.5 224L6 B2
Bocking 353 11 4O 10.5 2680 A
Braintree 260 6 25 7.5 2821 B1
Castle Hedingham 112 6 13 7.5 1065 51
Chelmsford 502 19 92 13.5 3755 B2
Chigwell 100 10 17 75 1351 A
Colechester 8%t. Botolph L66 6 20 1.5 1206

5t. James 254 2 13 1a5 1058

St, Lecnards 155 5 1L 1.5 650
Dedham 175 5 18 10.5 1537 A
Faris Colne 178 2 13 75 972 A
Grest Bardfield 110 1 5 ) 8%3% A
Great Clachon 139 3 36 13,5 904 A
Great Coggershall 343 & 32 13.5 2469 B 1
Halstead 323 1L 36 105 3380 B
Ingatestone 102 3 12 75 645 A
Kirby le Soken 136 5 22 7.5 661 A
Rayleigh 140 6 26 13,5 897 A
Thorpe le Soken 113 8 25 13.5 974 A
Withem ~ 248 & 30 10.5 2186 B2

The Colchester data is incomplete as only three parishes are listed.
Derived from Rendell, op. cit., Appendix 9.2 and Table 7.k.

For settlement status see Table 19,

ny"
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Occupation M i MCh

Blacksasmith + 3
Boatman
Boatwright
Bricklayer  + i
Butcher
Carpenter
Chairmeker
Cooper
Cordwainer
lothier
Currier
Dyer/clothworker
Feltmonger i
Gentleman 1 1
Glover L
Hatter 1
Innkeeper +
Joiner/cabinst msker +
Leboursr 4+
Linen weaver
Mason z
Filitiaman
Millwright +
Cstler
Painter
Perukemaker/hairdresser
Pewter spoon meker
Postboy
Teilor/breechesmaker  +

bt PO
ot

l,,,.‘.i

bt bl DO
bl AT gt
et

el

ot

=t B

-

b
o

SR
e ot
ol i

b= O

Tammer

Tobacco pipe maker 1

Weaver 1 i 1
Wheelwright 1

Yeoman i

+  Qivil status smbiguous, excluded from totals,

see Appendix 10 for key,

[£a}
he
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Appendix 15

Mar of the Gloucestershire parishes

This map is included by the kind permission of the Institute of

Heraldic and Genealogical Studies, Canterbury, Kent.

Sources for compilaticn

Parochial boundaries have been followed from parish maps where they

weve been found in the parishes; from tithe surveys and related sources

v

¥

in the Public Record Office,

Dates of commencement heve been taeken Trom the 1831 House of Commons

report and checked in all cases with county lists, diocesan records and

incumbents as far as possible, Many registers have been personally inspected

and local antigusries have grestly assisted in providing up to dete infromation.
Probate jurisdiction boundaries have been suppllied by diocesan or counby

archivists or record keepers,”



Appendix 15
GLOUCESTERSHIRE

WITH DATES OF COMMENCEMENT OF REGISTERS

LASSINGTON 1655
DOWN HATHERLEY 1563
GREAT WASHBOURNE 1757
Little Washbourne*

Stanluy Pontlarge
WORMINGTON 1719
SHURDINGTON 1556
MATSON 1553
WHADDON 1674
BROOKTHORPE 1730
Prinknash Park (ex-par.)
GREAT WITCOMBE 1749

WHEATENHURST
(WHITMINSTER) 1538
RANDWICK 1662
PITCHCOMBE 1709
LEONARD STANLEY
WOODCHESTER 1563
NORTHLEACH 1556

RANGEWORTHY 1704

E<CHNDOTU OZIrA“IQOTIMUOW>

#*

MORETON VALENCE 1681

1575

AMPNEY ST MARY 1602
CHIPPING SODBURY 1661

Chapelry of OVERBURY (Worcs.)

GLOUCESTER

Cathedral 1661
Holy Trinity 1557
Littleworth (ex-par.)

St Aldate 1572
St Catherine 1687

St John the Baptist 1559
St Mary de Crypt

with St Owen 1653
St Mary de Lode 1656
St Mary Magdalene

with St Margaret 1790

St Michael 1563
St Nicholas 1558
BRISTOL
All Saints (City) 1560
Christchurch (City) 1538
Holy Trinity (St Philips) 1834
St Augustine the Less 1577
St Ewen 1538
St George (Brandon Hill) 1832
St James 1559
St John Baptist (City) 1558
St Leonard 1689
St Mary le Port (destroyed) 1669
St Mary Redcliffe 1559
St Michael the Archangel 1653
St Nicholas 1538
St Paul (Portland Square) 1794
St Peter (badly burnt) 1611
St Philip and St Jacob 1576
St Stephen (City) 1559
St Thomas 1552
St Werburgh 1558
Temple or Holy Cross 1558

HENBURY

ABINGHALL

MITCHELDEAN

East Dean
(ex-par.)

West Dean
(ex-par.)

BEDMINSTER
(Somerset) ‘~-‘,'

BERKELEY
1562

Stone

) PRESTON

BISHOPS
CLEEVE
1563

MARY 1686
2T PETER 1687

HAWKESBURY

1603

16

84
OLD SODBURY

WESTON
BIRT

E HILL

OLDBURY ON
TH

DIDMARTON

1675

+ PARISHES

+ Chapelries

ECCLESIASTICAL JURISDICTIONS

Archdeaconry of Hereford

Archdeaconry of Gloucester

Consistory of Bristol

|| Pecutiars

scale ? 1 ? 3 4 5

o

WESTON SUBEDGE
ASTON SUBEDGE

DRIFFIELD
HARNHILL

FN

DORSINGTON

o A“ W ‘0“9

VON 1685

HONE YBOURNE s
(Wo‘rcs.) 4 IL;MINGTON
T *” (Warwicks)

s
v
-

TEMPLE
GUITING

AMPNEY CRUCIS (detached)
'AMPNEY ST PETER

Gl hire was a ly divided b
the Archdeaconry of Gloucester in the Diocese
of Worcester and the Archdeaconry of Here-
ford in the Diocese of Hereford. In 1541
probate jurisdiction in these archdeaconries
was transferred to the Consistory Court of
the Bishop in the newly-formed Diocese of
Gloucester. In the following year, on the
formation of the Diocese of Bristol, sixteen
parishes in the City of Bristol and sixteen

i parishes, her with the three
remaining City parishes which had been in
the Diocese of Bath and Wells, and the parish
of Abbots Leigh in Somerset, were erected
into a Deanery of Bristol.

? 1’0 miles

PUBLISHED BY THE INSTITUTE OF HERALDIC AND GENEALOGICAL STUDIES

e

ot ana nart nf nnr eeries of genealogical aids.

CLIFFORD
CHAMBERS

[

60
PRESTON ON
STOUR

Wap

2
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&

340

Wi
ORCESTEE

Y BLEDINGTON

WESTCOTE

WYCk

RISSINGTON

Peculiar Jurisdictions

P i Bi W, e
lcomb; Sezincote
Peculi R f Bi

Bibury, Aldsworth, Barnsley
and Winstone

P i R r i Cleev.
Bishops Cleeve

Peculiar of the Rector of Withi

Withington and Dowdeswell
Peculiar of the Vicar of Deerhurs

Deerhurst, Boddington, Forthampton,
Hasfield, Leigh, Staverton and Tirley

NORTHGATE CANTERBURY KENT ENGLAND @
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