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P. E. P.AZZELL

Statistics and English Histarical Sociology

I

Intercsting cxamplcs of the tme of shtistics in stLrdf ing his-

torical sociology arc to be found in the recent work of the

Carnbridgc Group. Laslett has presentcd evidence to show that

the nuclear family was tire basic form of family structure iu
seventeenth century England, a finding which contradicts tlie
conventional sociological generalization about industrializatiou
clcstroying the extended fami1y.1 Similarly,'W riglcy iras published

statistics of pre-marital conception rates in Colyton, Devon
during the period from thc late sixteenth centllry to the middle
of the nineteenth,2 which can be uscd to test generalizatioff abollt
scxual habits in pre-industrial society and how they change over
time. Wrigley found that the proportion of children conceived

before marriage in Colyton had been 3o and 40 per cent during
tire seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, and had risen to over

Jo pcr ccnt by the early nineteenth.3 This typc of evidence casts

doubt on thc popular sociological notion that prc-marital sexual

relationships arc of rccent origin. lt also contradicts the social

historiaus' picture of the early lineteeltth ccntur,v as being a

transitional period in thc establisirment ol Victorian morality.
The major problern in thc use of statistical data in the study of

liistorical sociology is the unreliability of much of the evidence

which forms thc basis of the data. Laslett and'Wrigley havc both
used original records in such a way as to be confident that their
findings are reliablc. In this essay I wish to illustratc the usc of
certain t1,pes of statistical solr-rces which havc bcen rnorc or less

1 P. Laslett, Tha l4;orld I(e Harc Lo* (1965), pp. 9r-2. For a confirmation of this
conclusion see the rSSt Cezsus, Vol. r, Tablc r, p. xliii.

'!E. Wrigley, 'Farnily Limitation in Pre-hrdustrial England', Ecouortric History Rcuicn,
znd Series, Vol. XIX, No. r, April 1966.

n A study recently published in Popilation Strdles (Nov. r 966) shorved that in a sample of
77 parishes the pre-marital conception rate was at least zo pcr cent during the seventcenth
centur-v, risirlg to ovcr 4r: per cent dnrirg the eighteenth.
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ncglected, but are sullicicntly reliable to test sociological hypo-
thcses about English history. Nonc of thc findings presented are

meant to be conclusive but are intended as illustrations of the way
these sources tnay be used.

A much neglected source has becn the marriagc registers corn-

piled after the introduction of civil registration. The following
information was provided on cach marriage ccrtificatc: (a) occu-

pation of groom; (b) occupations of fathcrs of both groom and

bridc; (c) whether the groom and/or bride were able to sign their

own nanles or not; (d) streets or places in which marriage part-
11ers wcrc residing (sornetimes); (c) age at marriagle (sometimes).

Using this type of informatiorl, a pilot stud,v was carricd 9ut fo1

Al1 Siints Paiisir, Maidstone, for thc. perioci r837-38,1 and I shall

briefy describe sornc of the sociological results of this study.

Two rnain subjccts nay bc studied by using inforrnation from
marriagc ccrtificates: social class diffcrences and social mobility.
Thc mijor problem in studving both subjects is how to establish

criteria ird-d.firr" appropriate sociai classes, but it was possible

to partially solve this problem by using somc of the distinctions

rnaclc in the registcr itself. Of a total of rr5 grooms whose

occupatiolls u,crc noted, 4J were reEistcred as iabourers, wiro

tended to bc a distinct atrd hotnoqencous sociological group, e.g.

r7 of thc 20 groolxs who urere living in Stone Street at tire time of
their marria[. *"t. labourers. The tendency for labourers to-livc

in the same ireas of the parish is confirrned by inforneation from
thc r84r censlls tracts for thc towu: both agricultural labourers

and r-rnskilled labourers working in the local paper-rnaking

factory ancl elscwhere tendcd to concentrate in special geographi-

cal clusters. Thc geographical distribution of difi'erent occuPa-

tional groups is nalurilly quite cornplex in dctail, with a general

tendcrrcy towards ovcrlapping. Some labourcrs lived in the same

streets as skilled journeymeu artisans (and occasionally with
pcople of higher occupational status), rvho in their turn somc-

iimes resided in thc salne streets as master artisaus, tradestnen and

professionai people in other 'fringe' areas. Holvevcr, the fact that

85 per cent of all groorns registered as rcsiding in Stone Strcct

(according to the Nlarriage Register) wcre labourers, indicatcs a

sufiicicntly high concentration to treat iabourers as a distinct resi-

.lential grolrp. They wcrc also a rclatively homogencolls grotlp
l This nrarrirqe reqistcr is lodged irr A11 Saints Chtu'ch, Meidstonc (Kent).
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with respect to cducation; :,: of thc 45 qroollrs who were labourcrs
wcre unable to sign their own ,r^rrrci in the marriage rcgister,
whereas this was true- for only five of the 7o remainiig goSorrrr.
Tiris social class difi^ercnce in education was also r&Jcted in
differences between different types of bride: 34 o{ the 45 brides

-3{ryirrg labourers were unable to sisn their names, compared
u.ith only r3 of the remaining 7o.

Although I have used geographical residence and educarion as

criteria for defining social clasi, it would be technically more
accurate to use them as criteria for what 'W'eber 

called status
groups, unless they were determining factors in the formation of
thc occupational groups (social clasGs are defined as essenrially
cconomic power_ groups)._'Weber's conception of thc relationship
between social classes and status groups fum ,.r1, complex, so'i
uilIattcrnpt ro bricfly suurnrarizclr siinplificd foiur tireapparcnr
rclrtiorship. implicir in his rvritirigs. Statls groups ,ray lrc i..,, ,,
the social 'rouriirization' and s;bilizariori of 

'the 
much rnore

dyna,ric and changing social classcs; the stratification of status
gloupl and social classes is likely to be identical during a historical

!:L..{ of little economic and social change (such as t[e European
Middle Ag.r). Using a'Weberian scherle of idcal type' anafysis.
we $]y say that during such a period there is a higir degree of
social hornogeneity within social classes and a very-insigiificant
amount of social mobility or exogamy between thein. In"order to
test whether tire labourcrs in Maidstone constitlltcd a status group
according to these critcria, it is not sufiicicnt to know thal thev
formcd a rclativcly honrogcneous grorlp with rcfcrencc r;
cducation arrd geographical icsidencc,'but'it is also nccessarv to
ana11,5s the pattern ofiocial mobility i,to and or.rt of this class as

r.vcll as thc degree of cndogamy pra*ised.
Irr the l4aidstone sample, li "{ 

the 45 groonls who were
labourers were themselvei sons of labourers, lrhil. 8 sons of 45
labourers had a difi^erenr occupatiol from their fatircrs, indicating
little.social mobility inro or out of this occupational group. Thi
conclusion is confirrned by the fact that soirs and diughters of
labourers had approximately_ sirnilar illiteracy rares as groolns
who were labourcrs and dreir brides, i.e. educaiion was a flnction
of social class and nor a facror fostering social nobility. There is

information available in the Maidstoneiarnple on the occupations
of fathers of44 brides who were rnarried tJlabourers,,9 Jf th.r"
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fathcrs wcrc labourers themselves. As labourers only formed

about 39 per cel1t of thc sarnple of fathers, the proportion of
labourers' brides marrying sons of labourers (about 66 per cent) is

significantly greater than would be expected if marriaEe occr.rrred

randomly amolrgst the occupational groups, i.e. there was a rela-

tively endogamous pattern of marriage anonst the Maidstonc

labourcrs. This occupational group formed a statlts grollp, in that

it was characterized by a sirnilar area of geographical residet'rce,

low social rnobility and reiative endogami. Also the'stylc of life'

of labourers was distinctive in that they werc illiteratc to a mtich
qreater extent than other occupatioral groups.
-- 

The sociological ciistinction bctrl,ectr unskilled iabourcrs and

skilled artisans is an irnportant one for interprcting English social

history. Contemporary observcrs such as Francis P]acc were aware

of its importanCe for understanding difi^crences in 'moral' atti-

turdes and style of life. F{cnry Mavhew believed that'the transitiotr

fi'om the artisan to thc labourer . . is so great, that it scems as if
we wcrc in a new land, and anong another race'. He bclievcd

that thc clifl:erencc between the two srollps was significant in all

respects, including politics, with thc artisans being 'red-hot'

.adicals and thc unskllled labourcrs being cithcr apathctically un-

political or for the 'maintcnancc of tirings as thel- arc'. He cired

ilr. .*"n pl" of the operative tailors ,-or! whour"there appcarcd

to be a general bias iowards the six points of the Charter' which

contrasGd markcdly with thc coal-whippers who'were extrerncly

proud of their having turued out to a mal1 on the roth of April,

r848, and become spicial constablcs for the lnaintenance of law

and order on the day of the grcat Chartist demonstration'.'

Hobsbawm has rccently emphasized this clistinction in his dis-

cussion of the labouring aristocracy. Skilled artisans receivcd

twice thc wages of unskilled labonrers, and wcre sufiicier:rtl,v

respectable to rnerit the appellation of 'lower-rniddle class' on

ceriain occasions.2 Tirc asiociation bctween thc lower-middle

class of artisans and stnall tradesmen and puritanisrn, with all that

it impiied for political radicalism, was stronE as early .as the

scvcnieenth century.'The linking of artisans with small tradesmen

was recognized as'valid by thc Registrar-Gencral in r838 when
1I-I. Mayhcw, Loudon l-abour atd tlrc Londttn Poor (rtl6r), Vol. 3, p.233
2 E. J. Hobsbarvn, Lalxnring Men $964), pp. 273*4.
3 Tlic bcst statistical evideuic, for this conclusion is to bc found in W. A. CoIe, TJrc

Qrnkers and Politics r61z-r660 (Univcrsity of(iarnbridge Thcsis r955), pP. 3o2-3r8.
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statistics of suicidc ratcs il1 London were pllblishcd: labourers-
2.9 sr-ricicles per ro,ooo males (zo years and above) living; artisans

ancl tradespcople-6.o per ro,ooo.l This ernphasis on the disdnc-
tion between artisans and labourers does not mean that it was the
nlost important class difi^erence during this period and it is

clcar that other equally valid distinctions can be madc, e.g.

Mavhew also noted the marked income and educational diffei-
ences between 'socicty' (tradc union) artisans and drose working
in a rr-ithiessly competitive situation under the'sweated' conditions
of their own garrets. E. P. 'J'hompson has recently argued that a

new type of working class solidarity, cr:tting across manual
occupational boundarics, emerged dr-rring the first half of thc
nineteenth ce11tury. A morc revealing anal,vsis of class structure is

tirat made bv Foster in his recent work,2 which is based on a

modificd Marxist theoretical framcwcrk. Foster iras made a

distinction betwccn Oidham with an econolny dominated by a

small number of vcry big firms, and Nortirampton whcre there
were a large number of smaii firms. In Oldharn the social distance

between skiiled and unskilied workers rn as small whcreas in
Northampton it was significantly grcatcr. Foster has mcasured

social distance by using the indices of inter-marriage and neigh-
bourhood residence patterns, statistics of which he has compiled
from loca1 rnarriage registers arrd census docurnents. He has also

linked the structure of status grorlps rvith the nature of class

consciousness and conflict groups (what Weber called 'Parqr'),

although tirere are formidable mcthodoiogical problems involved
in mcasuring'class consciousncss'.

A thorough analysis of the social structllre of Maidstone would
involvc a systelnatic analysis of social mobility, inter-marriagc,
cducational and neighbourhood residencc patterns by occupational

grolrp, linked with other appropriate evidence about styles of
1ife, as well as political activity. The lattcr type of evidence is

ahnost certainly going to bc of a literary kiird, cxcept where pol1-
book information is available (this is likel), to be rare for groups
such as iabourers).' 'I'here is the additional dilliculty of being unable
to distinguish fronr cellslrs records (and tlie like) real socioJogical

1 
1rd Anrutal Registrar-Cetrcral's Reporr, r84r, p. 79.

2 in H. J. Dyos (Ed.) The Study of Urban History (r9t68).
3 Sirrce this article *'as u'ritten Vincent has u,ritten.his book Pollbool<s: HotuVictorians

Voted (1967) which shorvs that Maidstone labourcrs voted consistently more Con-
scrvativc than did craftsrnc'l.
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differenccs betwecn occupatiol)s whicir arc irstcd in identical
lnanner but may in fact be vcry different, e.g. a 'tailor' may be

a master ernploving several mcn (the r8ir ccllsus was supposcd to
have notcd this but did not always do so), a skillcd journeynralr
working in a superior workshop (Mayhcrn,'s 'socicty' man), a

semi-skilled member of a tailoriug sweat-shop, or a garrct-lxaster
working under 'swcatcd' dorncstic conditions. The incomcs of
thcsc groups are known to have bccn vcry different, and it is

questionablc rn hether they ought to be put togcther in the same

class category.

ln thc analysis of drc Maidstonc data, I have restricted thc

discussion to thc sociologicai diffcrences betwecll labourers and

other occupational groups; this is mainly due to thc nature of thc

clata itself, i.e. thc social hornogcncit,v of thc Maidstone labourers

becarnc clcar from even a cursorv cxamirratiou of the statistical

evideucc, which was lrot truc for other occupations. It is possiblc,

however, to asscss to sornc extclrt the social mobility pattcrrl for
the total Maidstone sample. Of rr5 groo111s, 6S had the samc

occupations as their fathers, whilc a further rr had thc same

occupations as their fathers-ir-r-law. it is dillicuit to measurc total
social mobilitv for this group, as thcrc arc no readily available

criteria to distirrguish tbe social status of thc differcnt occupations.
A somern''hat arbitrary lucthod is to dividc the sarnple of grooms
into two equal gror.rps: -57 unskilled as against 58 skilled and

others. Thc unskilled includcs aii the labourcrs plm 6 servants,

4 bricklaycrs and z water1nc11, while the skilicd includcs all the
artisans (such as papermakers and carpenters), tradcsuren and

professional pcoplc, as weli as one or two dubious cascs such as

army privates. Support for this division is providcd by the fact
that tire occupations of thc non-labourirlg groonls who were
illitcrate were: one serval1t, bricklayer, $,atern1all, amry private
arrd baskct-maker (a total of 5 cascs). On dris basis of social divi-
sion of occupatiorls, of the total rr5 cascs, j groonls achicved a

'higher' position than their fathers, as agairrst 16 whosc occupa-
tional status was 'lolver'. This result is not surprising during a

period of rapid population iucrease in an area outside of industriai
cxpansion, whcrc nlost upward social urobility took place. Anv
index of total social mobility, c.E. r81 per ccnt of men crossing

thc two social classes, rvould bc misleading as thc basis of com-
parison with more recent experiencc, bccause of diffcrcnccs in
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social structure and the questionabie validity of such an index.l
A more appropriate comparison is that for specific occupational
groLlps: about 8z per cent of the groom labourers in Miidstone
wcrc thc sons of labourers, wherc,aithc cornparable figure for the
cohort of unskilled occuparions in Glasst fiMenrierh century
sample was about 40 per cent.2 This suggests a significarrt increase
in social mobility but is only suggesdttbecauselhe two samples
are not dircctl-v comparablc. It is ciear, irowevcr, that so;ial
mobiiity must havc been low during the earlier period, which
is associated with thc higir proportion of Maidstone sons who
lbllowed their fathers' occupations.

It is possible_that there was a greater alnount of social rnobility
in areas other than Maidstone-particularly in industrial regions-
and during thc pre-industrial peiiod before the econorni c polariza-
tion associated with capitalism had developed. Richard Baxter in
lris book on the Poor Hrtsbondrnan writter-t cluring the latter part of
the seventeenth century, noted how easy it was for agricirltural
labourers to set themse]v9s up as 

-srnall 
tcnant farmersl although

the economic and social benefits from this step do not appear*to
have been large. It is well known how relatiri-ely easy iiwas for
Journcynlelr weavers to sct thenlselves up as srnall indcpendent
clothiers in areas such as Yorkshire before thc emcrgence of thc
capitalist factorv system. It is obviously desirable thal such forms
of social mobilirv be statistically measured, but unfortunately
tlrere is a great paucity of reliable information. One possible
source is thc Anglican rnarriage licences which sometinies give
thc occupations of both grooins and their fathers. The SuIsex
marriage licences for the period r755-r8oo are parricularlv good
for the information they give; of 6o cases samplid, 44 fatheriand
sons were listed as having the same occllpatio;s.3 The proportion
of sons and fathers having the same bccupation l"m iUgt tty
higher in this Sussex sarnple than it is in that from Maiditone.
This suggests tirat there was no significant amount of social
mobility in.rural areas during the pre-industrial period, although
it is possible drat the enclosurc inovemerrt, etc., had afi-ectId

I Lipsel and Bendix used such a, i,dcx in their comparative study ofsocirl ,robility iu
industrial societies; their index is patticularly questionible as it does not allou for disrinc-

lbrl !91..g..." upw-erd and dos,ns.rrd rccie1 nobility. Sce S. M. Lipsc and Il. llcndix,
Social Mililit1, in Ldntrial Soricry (1959), pp. 25, 26,'72.

3 D. V. Glas. (ed.), Social )tlobility it Briiiil (r953), p. r87.

_ "jP-.__M..1:oj1,(ed.), 
Calendar of Sussex Marriagc Liiences, Srrrsc.r. ltrrorrl Sorlcr/, Vols.

XXXII and XXXV.
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Sussex suficiently b), rTjj-r8oo to diminish the kind of mobilitl,
described by Baxter. it is also possible that intra-generational
social mobility was much more frequeirt tiran the form of inter-
gencrational mobility (between fathers and sons) that we have

bccn mcasurins. There is no cvidence available on this for tlic
carlier period, and only a fragment of information for the mid-
nineteenth century. 

'Wi1liams 
has studied the census records of

the West Country village of Ashwortlry for the years r84r and

r85r.1 According to his published statistics, in a villagc of a

population just over r,roo, only two men who were labourers in
r84r wcre farrners by r8-5r, whereas two families whose heads

were farmers in r84r had become pallpers by r85r (the heads of
the farnilics dying in the intervening period).2 This finding indi-
cates little intra-generational social mobility, which confirms the

other statistical evidence which we have considered for the period
beforc the mid-nineteenth century.

The discussion of sociological statistics in tire study of English

history has been mainly confined in this paper to evidence derived

from marriage registers kept under the civil registration system

and lists of special marriaqe licences issued by the Anglican
Church. This raises tire questioir as to how accurate these marriagc

records were with reference to tire sociological in{brmation con-
tained in them. It is partially possible to check the accuracy of the

Anglican special licences by comparing some of their information
with that in parish registers (dris is also a cross-check on the

reliabiliry of the parish register). Some of the Sussex Iicences givc:

the period of resiclence in the parish from which a person was

married. In the cases where this was 'a11his (or her) lifetime', it is

possible to check back in the parish register to see whether tirey
were actually born in the parish, and whether the age at marriage

given in the licences is accurate. This was done for 40 persons

marricd bJr licence issued in the Chichestcr Archdeaconry during
the period r76o*18oo.3 Only two of these 40 pcrsolls could not be

traced in thc parish register, no mention being madc of their
family dr-rring the estimated period of thcir births. Thus both thc

parish register and the marriage licences are relativcly accurate as

rccords in rcspcct to rn hen and where a person was born and how

' W. M. Willirnrs, ,1 Ll,1st Cctruttry Village Aslnrorrlt), (r96j).

'!lbid., p. iz8.
3 Iv{acleod, op. cJt.
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long.they had lived t3 th.e parish before marriage. The age.s at

marriage are somewhat less in agreement in the_ comparison

between parish register and marriage licence. Of the 38 traced-

cases, tlreie *rs ,pp.o*irnate agreement in zz, a difference of
about one year in nine, ,nd somewhat greater differences in the

remaining i"r,.t .rtet. A11 but one of the differences were due to

the undelstatement of age in the marriage licences, but such

differences are not large 
-enough 

to significantly affect uredian

ages at marriage calculited from the two tyPcs of data (age stated

irithe licences*and rcconstitutecl age at marriage from the parish

register).

th. it forrration in the Sussex iicenccs enables us to comPile

statistics of the relative geographical mobility of different occu-

pational grouPs.

PnoponrroN or Pnoprr Lrvr*c rx ,IJI i^-^rns EoR Art Tn'n Lrrr BuponE

MananacEl

Per cettt 'All Their Liucs'

Groort's Occupatitttt

I-abottr.-rs
Ail Occr:pations
Flrntcrs and Yeonrctt

Croottts

.()
r 786-1800 2

1793-t794 16

tTgo-t797 q6

Briiles N
o/
/()
18 roo
24 roo

39 Ioo

Pariotl
N

roo
roo
roo

The variations in geographical urobility were much 
-greater

amolrgst grooms thin 6ridls. The difference between labourers

and fa"rrn&s was most tnarked: two as against 46 pet cent living

all thcir livcs until rnarriage in their parish of birth. This rcsult

should not surprisc us, for rnost farmeis and yeornen (as opposed

to 'husbandmen') probably owned some of their own land which

would tend to tie them to particular parishes, whereas labourers

owning no land had to movc to areas whcre, cottagcs and re-

muneritive work was availablc. This is refected in literary

evidencc, e.g. the description of the hire at local {lrms of labourers

for the y."t. Ptetr-ably women were lnore likely to iive all their

lives uitil marriage ii their parish of birth as therc was less

cconouric necessity for them to Inovc, althotlgh this was not trtlc)

of domestic serYants.

1 Ibid.
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The.occupational differences in geographical mobility have been
studied by 'Williams 

in his analyiis Jf tL. r84r and i85, ..rrro,
records of Ashworthy. He has studied both immigration and
emigration from the parish during this decade.

IN"urcnNsar MovrunNr .. (;lo;Xrrv) porurarroN rE4r-r8jrl

Il,rurcnauoN

Living in same dwelling
-N/toved within Ashworthv
Came to Ashworthy
Changed status

Children born in Ashwortl-ry

Total r85r

EurcnauoN

Living in Ashworthy
(r84r urd r85r)

Probably moved from
Ashworthy

Died
Changed status
Not known

Total r84r

Fanrcrs' Craftsnen's Labourers'
I:arnilics Families Fanilie s

?6 rr-J

32 7O2

i r23

J5 IOI

I9o 44r

273 toS

6+ 3r
27 II
9-

II

3o7 16r

r6r

r9
IO

71

303

Other

66

3rl

-?8

r6r

317

202

73

-
3o

e;

These statistics confirm our conclusions that farmcrs were very
much less geographically mobile than labourers, and thjs was true
cven for movement within the parish itself. However, it is

possible to produce staristics for orher parishes to show that
labourcrs had lower mobility rates rhan tiie general populadon,2
and tiris is a subject thar can only be setled 

"f.r r,..y'-Lch more
research.

. The statistics of geographical rnobility so far considered suggest
rhat tlrc traditional picture of srablc Eriglish villagc .o,,.,r-,r,,ili"ri.,
in which ilhabitanl lived thcir wholi lives, is"incorrccr. This
poiut is sociologically important as sociologists have too easilr-
assumed that thc pre-irrdustrial English villagc formcd a 'Genreirr-

schaft' type of coilmunitl-, rvirh tf,e serrse ofcommunify based on
r Willialrs, op. r:it., p. r:,|i.
e l;or exaurple, ir }Iarlow, Essex (rti5r), labourcrs ibrnrcd rbout a rhirrl oftire resitlerrr

netives but only about a fi{ih ofpeople not born in the parish.
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life-long face-to-face social contact within rhe contexr of a closed
system of social relationships. The'Gemeinschaft' community
arises when sociability is strLictffed between individuals for a

major part of their iifetime (in tire extreme case for the whole of
their lifetime). One way of studying this subject is ro examine rhe
proportion of any village populatiorr which has lived in that
viilage since birth. According to 'Williams's 

sratistics for Ash-
worthy, just oyer 72 per cent of thc r85r population were born in
the village;1 this figure includes childrcn as well as adults, which
r,vould tend to be higher than the proportion just for adults.
This is refected in'Williams's findings, for amongst adults 67.8
per cent of farmers, 59.6 per cent of male farm workers and
servants and 62,5 per cent of feneale farm servants were born in
Ashworth,v.2 These proportions are stili surprisingly high, in the
light of the movcments of the populadon into the village berween
r84r and r85r;if wc cxclude cirildrcn born in the paiish during
this decade, about a quarter ofthe r85r popuiation had moved into
thc village during the ten-year period. It is thereforc surprisine
that such a high proportion of adults wcre listed as having been
born in the village, although there is no necessary contraJiction
between the two types of evidence. It is possible that many
families (particularly those of labourers) rnoved to several parishcs
before coming back to their home parish. Evidence for tlis is to
be found in the r8jr census documents, e.g. Jonathan Foster, a

labourer, was born in Latton, Essex, and his wife Sarah was born
in Harlow, Essex; their first five listed children were born in
Latton, but the last two were born in Harlow, where the whole
family was enumerated in r85r. Much of the rnigration into and
out of Ashworth-v might have been of this type and would
explain the liigh proporiion of people listed as lri"l"g been born
in the parish. Anothcr factor of some importancc explaining the
discrepancy between the statistics of migration and 

-nativiiy' 
is

thc greater nurnber of emigrants than imrnigrants-much of the

geograplically mobile population found its way into large rowns
rather than other villages, thus diminishing the proportion o{
'foreigners' in any one vi1lage. It is therefore possible that there
was more geographical rtobility between villages (and therefore
lowcr prol,ortions of nativc popLrlations in these village$ durinq

'. [i1""t", 
.P cit', 1'' r:3'
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the pre-industrial period and in fact this does seem to have been the

.rr., ..g. of the 4or people living in Clayworth tn t676, only r58

were stillliving there iri 1688, 9r dying in the parish during the

intermediary period.t However, other types of evidence suggest

that there was no significant increase in geographical mobility,
e.g. sec Table 3.

Iraoponrrop or propr, t^-.rllolltolyroN, Dnvon, wHo wERE

BonN rN rnr Panrsn2

Period

t56o-r646
r647-r719
tTzo-r769
r77o-t837

Nunber oJ'

It4arriage s

8,5.t

379

424
888

Nunber ntaried and

bont in. the parish

Atlen Wonten

2j8 371
109 136

Pet cent

N[ctt Wonrcn.

30 43
)g z6
2t 25

2) 31

90 ro4
2r9

Although the English rural population was geographically

mobile as carly as thJlate sixteenth century, most of this mobiiit,t,

u/as probably'restricted to a grouP of local parishes. Tl'erc is-uo

systematic statistical evidence for this conclusion for thc carlier

period, and only a limited amount for thc later one- According to

ihe r a4i population census, 8o'7 per cent of the English populatiou

were boin in the county drat drey were living in at the time of the

census, and Williams concluded frorn his study of the r85r censtls

rccords of Ashworthy that tnost of thc imnligrants into thc

village were born wlthin the area of a ten-mili radius of the

parislh.t This confirms what we know about the arca in which

inigration occurred from the study of settlement ccrtificates, as

*.T1 as conclusions reached from an exaurination of particular

family histories, e .g. the surname Dilnot was confincd to a- grolq)

of Eait Kent paris[es, within a circle of a zo rnile radius, from as

carly as the f6urteenth century through to the nineteenth.4

Not only was the rural population very much more mobile thau

has been comrnonly ,sso-.d, but the inhabitants of large towns

seem to havc moved vcry frequently from one house to another

within the town itself.

1 P. Laslett elrcl J. IJarrison, 'Clayworth and Coganhoe', in H. E. Ilcll rnd 11. L. Ollard
(ctls.), Hi*orical llssays r6oo-17yo (to6z), p. r74.

! Wrigley, op. cit.
3'Wi11iarns, op. cit., p. rz3.
a I am grateful to Mr R. Dilnot for this inforuration.
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Tablc 4

[,rr.rcrir oE f rul wnlctl THE Firaos ol Fal.rrul,s Havn llssroru tN

TgErn PnrslNt DwrnrNcs

(St. George's-in-thc-East, r848) 1

rl3

r 4 weeks
r-6 months
6 rnonths-r year

I-3 yerrs

3-6 years

6-9 years

9-r2 years

Over rz years

Not ascertained

Sirlg/c Total
Womet Fanilits

265
r) 39r
r3 3oo
r2 497
6 283

I5I
+ /3

7 r45
849

64 1,9s4

I:olil ics

6o

369
)74
t6t

269

I4S

6q

r36
l4

r,8oz

Sirg/c
l\,[ctL

3

to
r7
r8

8

l

2

27

88

This table sllmmarizes a sllrvey conducted by the Royal Statistical

Socicty amongst the poor of St. George's-in-the-East, London, in

i848. The meaian period of residence for ali families was about

two ycars, a very iirort period of time compared to the lengthy

periods spent in particular houscs according to current_ slrrveys

of working clasr popr-rlations such as that in Bethnal Green.

In fact it is possible to make sornc kind of comparison of geo-

graphical mobiliry pafterns in Bethnal Green at the middle of the

ninitcenth and twentieth centuries. Accordins to a survey carried

out b,v Glass and Frankel in ry44 seventy-scvetr per ccnt of the

heads of familics were born in the borough of Bethnal Green; a

sample of roo adults residing in Ternplc Street, Bethnal Green, iu

rS5i had ar equivalelrt {igure of z5 per cent, i.e. z5 of thern had

been born in ihe parish. Of course these figurcs are not strictly

comparable, but tLrey probably sLrggest the significant difference

1,.t.,ri..,, thc two p..io,l, lt"itly'r..,i,'itcly, arrd Irdicate thc kind oI
historical conlparisons that cau bc rnadc with this tyPc of data.2

The reasoni for the high arnounts of geographical mobiiity
within places like St. George's-in-the-East and Bethnal Green

during ihc mid-nineteenth cclrtury are not hard to find. Their

1 Scc tlreJorrrrrcl ol'tlrc Roy,t! Staristitil Soclcly, Vo1. XI (tSaii).
: One rvorkilg-chss irrformalt in thc c;rrly r95os could not rctrtcmbcr ruyottc lrolilg

ir)to the strcct of scventy trouses in u.hich he livcd (in Rethnal Green) during a forty-ycar
period. SeeJ. H. Itobb, Working Class Anti-Senite (1954), P. 57, for this ancl othcr informa-
tion about geogrrphical rnobility in Bethnal Grcen.
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total popr,rlation was expanding verv rapidly during the ninc-
teenth century, e.g. the population of the borough of Bethnal

Green multiplied by about six times during the sccond quarter
of the nineteenth centurvl-as the indigcnous population was

expanding at a very rnuch siower rate, most of the increase calrlc
from immigration into the area. It is possible that other factors

played a part in the vcry high turnovcr in house occlrpation in a

placc like St. George's-in-the-East: the need to move near ncw
employment (transport being very inadequatc) or the frequent
evictions of thc poor from their homes because of their inability
to always pay the rent (this latter factor may have played a major
part in the village of Asirworthy where the other factors are not
likely to have played such an important part). Much of thc
rnobility so far discussed took place within a relatively smal1 area

so that many of the immigrants into Tempie Street, Bethnal
Green, for example, came from neighbouring parishes of Shore-
ditch and St. Lukes. However, many of the sarnple came from
outside London, a fact which is also refectcd in the statistics of
'nativitl,' for London as a whole: of the r.4 million adults living
in London in r85r, about a half had been born outside the cit_v.

In fbct this is a relatively high proportion conrpared with tlic
relevant statistics of other towns during the samc period: o[
Manchester and Salford's adult population of z,z6 thousand onl-v

just over one qllarter were born in the city. Even verv small towns
like Dorchester, Dorset (adult pop. 3,%4), Truro, Cornwall
(adult pop. 6,r6i) and Bedford (adult pop. 6,354) had ver1, 1ow

proportions ofresident adult natives: 32 per cent, 38 per cent and

z8 pcr cent. A place like Birrningham with an adult population of
r27 thousand in r85r had a higher proportion of natives: 44 per
cent.2 This proportion was higher than that found in somc srnall

villages, e.g. the parish of Havering, Essex (adult pop. 43),bad
only rr per cent adult native residents.s Mere size was not thc
only factor in detemrining the proportion of native residents; thc
economy of a particular town, the demand for labour from thc
countryside, etc., would all determine the pattern of geographical
mobiliq.. Havering, Essex, probably had stich a small proportion
of native residents bccause it was so ncar London, which drew

1lbid., p. r95, According to ccusus d,rta the population ofBethnal (lrccn clistritt
tlurdrupled bctrvecn rSor and r85r.

: For all thcse statistics of nativity sce tSJt Ccrrsrr-s, Vol. r, PopuJrtiou'Iablcs z, p. 4rt.
3 Scc the r85r Census docunrents for Havering in thc Public Record Ofiice.
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lnuch ofits populatiorl frorn the surrounding countrysidc. London
itsclf was big cnough to providc work for all its native residcnrs,

who might havc to move frorn parish to parish, but would still be
able to find work and housing somewherc within thc city.
Villages relatively isolated from large towns appear to have hacl

a large proportion of resident natives, e.g. of Garsitlgton, Oxon's

327 adult population, 70 per cent had been born in the villaec
according to the r85r Census.l Garsington is thus like Ashworthy
in its high proportioll of native residents; an cxample of an 'inter-
nrediate' village is Harlow, Essex, of whose 27S adult population
(r85r), 39 pcr cent had been born thcre.2

It is clear that we cannot assurne that agriculturai viilages were
necessarily Gerneinschaft villages-rnanv had relatively rnobile
populations who irad not sharcd socialiy structured relationships
for the rnajor part of their lifetimes. This provisional conclusioriis
logically relatcd to findings about the strlrcture of dre family and

the relatiouship between ncighbourhoocl and kinship. Wiilmott
and Young found that the 'extcnded family' is cornmon in
traditionai Bethnal Green, but dris is tire case only becausc the

population is so static. If tirere is little migration inio or out of a
community, a network of kinship relationships is bound to bc
built up (uniess the population is decreasnrg rapidly). This may be
illustrated by the case of Garsington where thc samc sLlrnamc

cxists much more frequentiy than it does in Maidstone dr-rring the
sane pcriod; of a samplc of roo lisrcd names of heads of house-

holds takcn from thc r85r Census in both places, the most
fiequent narnc (Quartermaine) was urentioned nine times in
Garsington as against only thrce (King) in Maidstone. This is what
one wouid expect as the formcr place had 70 per cerlt residcnt
adult natives whilc the latter had only 36 per ccnt.s This is nor
thc onlv factor dctcrrnining kinship neigirbourhood patterns, as

cvcn if a population was geographically mobile it could still
migrate with other rnembers of the family.

It is partly possible to measure the geographical mobilitv
patterlrs of family membcrs frorn information in drc Sussex

licences. When a person getting married was under 2r thcy needecl

thcir parents' consent and thc places of residence of child and
parcnt were givcn. Of roo grooms, 42 were rcsiding (during thc,

1 Sce the r85r Census docurnent for Garsiltgton in the Public Record O1Icc.
e r85r Census docurnents for Harlorv in the Public Record Ofiice.
3 rtsr Cetstt:, VoI. r, Population Tables z, p. clxxiii.
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latter hail of thc cightcerlth cclltury) iir thc s2111s parisli as their

parents at the time of marriagc; the comparabie f;gure for brides

is 8o out of roo. Thus brides wcrc much more likely than grooms

to live in the same parish as thcir parel1ts, altiro,-rgh they may have

subsequently rnoved more frequcntly to thcir hr-rsband's present

parish whcre he presurnably workcd. Thcre were significant

differcnces amongst different occupatiollal groups for the grooms:
all rz farmers and ycomcn in tire sample lived in thc same parish

as their parcnts, whcreas this was truc for only four ofz4 labourers,

none of z8 husbandmen (tenant farmers), but as many as cight of
ten artisans.l These findings confirm those about class differcntials

in geographical mobility for the Sussex sample and suggcst that

economic factors werc nlost itnportartt iu deterrnining tire rela-

tionship between kinship and neighbourhood. The whole
qllcstion of neighbourhood and kinship patcerns is clearly very
cornplex, as is the related theme of gcouraphical mobility. Only
after much further research into communitv and class differences

will it be possible to make confident generalizations. What is

ccrtain is the influence of population and economic growth on the

mobility and kinship ncighbourho,:d patterns. It was possible

for kin to cluster in the same neighbourhoods in Bethral Green

because of thc relatively static population and cconomic position

of the arca duriirg the first half of the trventieth century. Much of
this population was moved during the rg5os aud'6os as the result

of a planning decision to 'improve ' the arca and rehousc willing
migrants in Greenleigh and elscwhcre, and this was whcn many,

rnarried childrcn werc separated from thcir parents who stayed

behind in thc old cornmunity (the proportion of older pcoplc

surviving in a community is also obviously important in deter-

mining this type of relationship). Pcrhaps thc type of geographical

rnobility which separates kin will itrcrease as social mobility is

fostered by tire sprcad of education, although this factor itself
could becomc rclatively stabilized in time, as did the population

and economic changes in places like Bethnal Grccn during the

late nineteenth century.

There are one or two other historical sociological topics which
may be bricfy illurninated through the usc of unfamiliar statistical

sources. It is possible to calculate the age of marriage of dift'erent

social groups as early as the eighteenth centurv.
I Macleod, op. cir.
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Table 5

MsoraN Fms:r Acr ar Maanracr rN Sussrxl

t17

Period Lobourers
(approx.) Grooms Brides

1757-69 25+ 23

r788-r8oo 24 22

All Occupations Ycotncn. Fnrnus
Croonts Brides Croonts Brides

20 
zu

25

ll,j

ttl
-"2

27
o i-1-

24

23

(each mcdian was calculated from a sample of roo cascs)

In late eightcenth*cel1tury Susscx thcrc was about onc year's

difference irr thc rnedian agc at first marriage betrveen labourers

and other occupational groups; this was true for both grooms and

brides (although thc diffcrence is greatcr amongst groorns than

bride$. Thcrc is vcr1, limlc altcrnative evidence to check this

finding; a brief analysis of the Nottinghamshire marriage licences

yielded no significant difference in the age at marriage between

different occupational groups. The agc at first marriage diffcred
betwecn the two social classes dcfined for Maidstone: during
rfi7f 38, of the 57 brides marrying grooms with unskilled occupa-

tions, r8 marricd below thc age of zr, as compared to only ro of
the remaining 58 bridcs. Thus thc Maidstone marriage statistics

tend to confirm those for Susscx, although it does appear that the

class differential in the age at nrarriage was widcning throughout
thc ninetcenth ceutury: certairlly the age at first marriage was

rising amongst thc aristocracy during the nineteenth century,2

whilst anong the total population it probably did not change

much on average (this could mask changes bctween sociai classes,

e.g. the age of marriage anlongst the middle classes might have

risen, whilst that among the working class fallen). Again further
rcscarch is needed to setde this issue, particularly as it might have

sorne bcaring on the relaticnship betwecn the age at marriage and

the practicc of birth control amongst tire different socia] classes

and how these factors changcd over timc.
Finally, tirere is one other subject which rnay be profitably

studied through a negiected statistical soLrrce: attendance at

comlnunioll service. The Anglican incutrbents of Tenterden in
Kent, noted the number of communicants during the rnain
rclisious festivals fbr the period ry3r-t848, although there are

1 Ibid.

'2 
T. H. IJollurgsrvorth, ?)re Dcn ogrdplry oJ' the Bitish Pternge (srrpplemcnt to Population

Studics, Voj. X\IIII, no. z. pp. iv rnd ro8, zo5).
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long gaps in the record.. I shall confine the discussion ro the
number of Easter communicallts, as it refects quite accurately the
numbers of those at other times of the year, andlhe following table
rcpresents the predominant trends throughout the whole period.

Tnp NuurEns or Easrnn a";:T"l-rs rN TnNrEnosN, r73r-r848

Date:
No. of comrnunicants

q3r ry56 ry6t
r4o t42 239

r 848

121

r77+ t78r
25o 23O

r 8og

r40

The nurnber of comnlunicants was more or less colrstant bctween
r73r arrd 1756, aftff which it rose very sharply. It is difticult to
cxplaiir the risc between ry56 and 176r, as the ir-rmber of bapdsms
fell slightly during the same period and only began to rise from
r763 onwards, which probably reflectcd an increase in population.
The nurnbcr of communicants reached a fina1 peak in r774,after
which it began to fall sliglitly. Bcrween r78r and r8o9 there is a
complete blank in the rccord, and the figure for r8o9 is markedly
srnallcr than that for r78r. There were large fuctuations after this,
aithor-rgir the final figure fbr i848 was somewhar smaller than that
for r8o9. This dccline in the numbcr of cornmunicants during the
first half of thc nineteenth century is all the more remarkab-le in
tlre context of an expanding population: it increased from z37o in
rSor to 3,782 ir-r r85r. The main dccline in the nurnber of com-
municants, howcver, appears to have occurrcd between r78o and
r.8o9, and although there are no population figures availablc for
this period it is possible to express comrnunicantr ,r , proportion
of baptisms. This proportion changed fromjust or.r 4'r in ryr
to 5:r in r78r, dropping sharply to under zt by i8o9. Making
certain standard assumptiorls about the birth rate and the agi
structure_ of the population, wc rnay estimate that about 4o pct
cent of the eligible population were comlnunicants before rTao
arrd onll' about ro per cenr by r8-18.

.Some of the changes in the proportion of the eligible population
who were communicants rnight be duc to the policy of pirticular
incumbents but this can hardly cxplain the loirg terrn tiencl. It is

possible that some of thc decline ian be attributed to tire emer-
geirce of Methodism during the relevant pcriod. I.t t79o, Hastcp
cstimated that there were in Tenterden, ':,ooo inhabitants, of
l See thc Tenterden parish rcgistcr, lodged in the Kent County Reco;-d Ofiice.
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which about Joo were disscntcrs, who have tw-o meeting houses

here, one of Presbyterians, the other of Methodistical Baptists.l
According to the religious census of r85r, rhere were in the
Tcnterden district (an area covering Tenterden and several
surrounding village$ 7,4t2 totalsittings, of which 2,65o belonged
to disscnters. The incrcase in the proportion of dissenters-fi:om
about z5 per cent in t79o to 3 j per cent in r85r-cannot explain
the degree of deciine in the number of Ang1ica11 comlnunicants iu
rclation to the increase of populatior. Therc is no obvious
explanation for this decline, and it rnight simply reflect the
customary abandonment of ritual participation in Anglican
services just in the town of Tentcrden. Sorne contemporaries did
note dre religious apathy of agricultural labourers and Engels

quoted the labourers who told a journalist in 1843 that they only
welrt to Church because of it bcing a condition of receiving work
and charitable concessions of iuel aiid potato plots.2 It is pc,ssible

that the creation of a Ianclless agricuitural proletariat through the
enclosure movemcnt ma,v have destroyed the 'organic' sense of
solidarity the poor are supposed to have felt with the rich before
the enclosure morrement, but this type of explanatior iirvolves an
ana11,5i5 of dre changing social structure of Tenterden which it is

not possible to pursue hcre. One spccific factor might have been
of some influencc: the elimination of smallpox at thc end of the
eighteenth century. There was a ge11era1 inocr-rlation in tlie town
in 1798 which appcars to have covcrcd ali the vulnerable popula-
tion; it is possible that the elimination of the grcat kiI1er diieasc
of smallpox rcmoved one of the psycholotical rcasons for religious
worship (the early clerical opponents of inoculation predicted that
it rvould iravc this effect): Gar of death anci discase.3 

-W'hatever

the reasons for the decline of religious participation during the
first half of the nineteenth ccntury, it is clcar that such a firiding
contradicts the conventional picture of this being a pcriod of
religious revival. Like the increase in Colytoir pie-rnarital
conception rate, the flrll ilr the number of Tenterden communi-
catrts leads us to question historical gcneralization basecl purelv
upon literary evidence.

1E. Hasted, 'I'lre History o-f the Couttty o/Kenr (Cantcrbury, t79o), p. 98.
e F. Errgels, TlLe Contlition oJthe Working Class in England (rqSg), pp. 303, 3o.t.
3 An example of the eflect ofdiscase on religious behaviour is the trebling of church and

c-lrapel communitants during and after the ctrloreaepideniicof r849inMcithvTyd6l. See
The trt[orfliflq Chronicle t 1.4.5o.
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Practicall,v all thc statistical data in this paper has been about

very spccific iocalitics, ancl England is a country with a history

notorious for its rcgional variations. A great deal more research

wiil have to be done before it is possible to make confident

generalizations about any subject discussed in this Paper, but as a

great wealth of the relevaut information is to be found in the

Registrar-Gcneral's vaul$ and Public Record Ofiice's ledgers,

p.r-lrrpr we can expect social historians and historical sociologists

io do thc sort of reiearch req';ired to reach definitive conclusions.

No doubt many historicai nryths will wither in the Process,

possibly to be replaced by new ones in innocent statistical clothing.

ih".. are limiti to the tisefulness of statistics: how inadequate

lumbcrs are in describing the fact that six people died of starva-

tion in Risclcy, Bedfordshire, during the period r6go-t74z,1b:ut
althor-rgh thcsc deaths are only casually rccorded they do at least

warn rir against thc myth of the pre-iudr:strial golden agc.

l See tlre Riseley Irarish Register, Bedfordshire Parish Registers, XXVIII, in the Bedford-

shire Record Ofiic.'.


