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Preface

This is the extension volume of Part １ of Village Inheritance in Early
Modern England Kinship Structure, Inheritance Customs and Generation Conit-
inuity（Matsuyama, ２００３）. Therefore Chapter １ and ２ are identical except
for minor corrections. Chapter ３ and ４ are the extensions of the ２ Post-
scripts of Chapter ２ in the previous volume. Moreover, I have added the
new chapter dealing with women’s wills. With regard to the arrangement of
this material I have published the newly acquired data in three consecutive
papers in The Bulletin of the Faculty of Law and Letters, Comprehensive Policy
Making , Ehime University（１７, １９and２１; ２００４－６）since the previous vol-
ume and I thought it is easier for the users of my data and myself if those
data are collected in a single volume.

At this moment Emeritus Professor Peter Spufford, as the ex-President
of the British Record Society, has been preparing to write a book on English
probate records. The book would cover all aspects of probate records
including wills. I hope my data are of some use for the volume.

With Prof. Peter Spufford, Emeritus Professor Margaret Spufford my
supervisor when I was a postgraduate student, at the University of Cam-
bridge, has been helping with this study by giving advice and making
comments. Furthermore, I owed the idea of the framework of the paper to
the International Economic History Congress（IEHC）, ２００６, Helsinki to Dr.
Leigh Shaw-Taylor, of the Cambridge Group for the History of Population
and Social Structure, Department of Geography, Cambridge University.
Chapter５of this volume is based on the paper. I would like to express my
gratitude to Dr. Beatrice Moring, of Essex University, the organiser of
session７５, IEHC in which the paper was read and to Mr. Richard Wall, my
supervisor during the sabbatical of Prof. M. Spufford, Essex University, the
commentator.

As I have counted most of the wills manually, I needed a great deal of
help from the assistants listed below : Yuko Kido, Naomi Hayashi, Tomoko
Yoshioka, Hiroko Miyamoto, Katsumi Sunano, Naoto Nishitani, Shunsuke
Ozaki, Kikuko Suemitsu, Kazuko Kohzu, Miyoko Fukuyama, Naomi Nishi-
hara, Yoshiko Hirata and Chika Tanaka.

I will not continue the counting of wills, as I said when I read a paper
based on chapter ５ at the ２００６ IEHC. This is partly due to the kind and
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caring advice of Prof. Margaret Spufford, and partly due to the digitlisation
of the indices of the record offices. In future, all the indices for English wills
eventually including a well million of Prerogative Court of Canterbury wills,
are supposed to be digitalised and so it will become possible to count them
in whatever way is required almost instantly. However, it takes some time
to do this and the data provided here could be of some use even in facilitat-
ing the process of digitalisation.

This is the extension for Part１of the previous volume. Accordingly, I
am also preparing another extension volume for Part ２, the case study
focusing on Willingham. This would come after my current research on the
Japanese village, Kami-shiojiri, in Nagano. The study of Kami-shiojiri itself
has widened my horizons and opened up many new perspectives by having
English and Japanese studies side by side.

I thank my university, faculty and department which funded the
publication of this volume as a series of Supplements of Ehime University
Economics Society. In particular, I should show my gratitude to all the
members of the International Comparative Studies Society headed by Profes-
sor Tsutomu Abe. Also, this volume, is part of the annual report on the
grants given by the Trust Companies Association of Japan（‘The“soil”of
English trust wills system observed in the family trees complex and the
genealogical data’３ years : ２００７－２００９）. Furthermore, this study has been
financially aided, in particular for the travel expenses for the U. K. research
by the ２００６ Human and Social Sciences Research Assistance of the Asahi
Glass Foundation（‘An international comparative study of regional networks
based on trust and credit’represented by Prof. Takayuki Matsui, Ehime
University）. I would like to express my sincere thanks to him too.

I am deeply grateful Mr. Mark Fountain who has done such a painstak-
ing job of proofreading my English drafts. For improving my original Eng-
lish sentences enough to submit my wife as well as partner Jane Susan Bloy
has been helping me greatly for a long time. I would like to thank her again.

February, ２００７
Matsuyama, Ehime

Motoyasu Takahashi
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Introduction

Large numbers of wills from the fifteenth to the nineteenth centuries
survive in England. These constitute a wonderful historical source. Japan
has no equivalent historical source available over such a long period. A
significant distinction between the two societies is that in Japan there are no
probate wills. Through examining English society from the view point of
making wills and the preservation of probate wills as ecclesiastical docu-
ments, it might reasonably be expected that we will be able to identify some
distinctive features of Japanese society where there had been no such sys-
tem, although there were written wills. Such a basic foreign perspective is
the starting point of this investigation.

Sources

The data used here have been gained from the volumes of indexes
published by various record societies including the British Record Society
and Yorkshire Archaelogical Society, as well as some digitalised indexes.1

I have already published some of the data in English and the research-
ers quote them. Furthermore, even the unpublished data has been used in
the recent collected essays by the members of British Record Society and
Local Population History Society for giving a general overview. Moreover, in
the record office I have been asked about possibility of the data being used
as the database for wider use.

On the contents of wills

Wills are important in historical research as the contents potentially

１ British Record Society, Index Library, Vol.１, ７, ８, １０, １１, １２, １７, １８, ２２, ２４, ２５, ２７,
２８, ３１, ３４, ３５, ３９, ４１, ４２, ４３, ４４, ４５, ４６, ４９, ５１, ５２, ５３, ５４, ５６, ５７, ６１, ６９, ７１, ７３, ７８,
７９, ８２, ８７, ８９, ９０, ９１, ９３, ９４, ９５, ９６, ９７, ９８, ９９, １０１, １０２, １０３, １０４, １０５, １０６, １０７;
Index to Wills and Admons １３８９－１６８８ by Yorks Arch. Soc. Record Series, ４, ６, １１, １４, １９,
２２, ２４, ２６, ２８, ３２, ３５, ４９, ６０, ６８, ８９. Digitalised Index from Hampshire Record Office
and Cheshire Record Office. To gain the digitalised data, I owed to Dr. Leigh Shaw-
Taylor. I would like to express my gratitude to him here, again. Also I would like to
thank to both of the Record Offices.
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reveal so much. Information appearing in the wills can be categorised as
follows : firstly, the identity of the testator. Secondly, the relationships of
the testator as well as how literate the testator was., and finally, information
is abstracted on the bequests or provisions as quantitative data.

The first category includes the name of the testator, the date of the will,
the date of probate, the parish and the occupation of the dead person. Ex-
amples of the occupation could be yeoman, husbandman, labourer, crafts-
man and widow. We could add fisherman or waterman to this list as they
appear occasionally as descriptions of status in the diocese of Ely.

The second category covers the bequests of the soul, the literacy of the
testator or witnesses and the identity of the scribes. In addition there may
be bequests for communal use by church and town, and then, the bequests
of land and houses and lastly, the bequests of the residuary legatee and
executor or overseers（supervisors）are indicated.

Having completed the above information as far as possible, more quanti-
tative data is required as the third category of information, illustrating the
allocation of provisions. These include items usually for the sons, such as
land, cash, stock, equipment and grain, dowries for daughters and other
provisions for the widow. Any provisions for godchildren are also indicated.
Finally, details of property and furnishings are stated.

General data

Prior to １４００, the‘national’total remains up to ６，０００, but in the fif-
teenth century the wills number some３５，０００. Both Prerogative Courts oc-
cupy a third of the total extant wills made in that century. In the sixteenth
century the increase is particularly significant after about１５５０. The cumula-
tive number of wills made in the course of the century is more than３００，０００.
Both Prerogative Courts dealt with almost one third of the national totals.
The seventeenth century show very fluctuating patterns, partly due to the
effect of the Interregnum when the Probate proceedings were supposed to
be the responsibility of the Prerogative Court of Canterbury. The totals were
almost double those of the previous century, around ６００，０００. As for the
eighteenth century, the British Record Society decided to stop compiling the
index after１７００, and the index is limited to a few dioceses only and also the
Prerogative Court of Canterbury, but still there are more than a half million
wills.
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Will-making as the social custom : the dual features of the religion and
secularity.

By the unprecedented nationwide study based on the systematic and
extensive use of church accounts, R. Hutton has revealed the longevity of
the ritual customs on the calendar.2 Although the definition of such customs
is inevitably rather wide, at least Hutton’s findings on the ritual customs
appeared in the church accounts and this study’s local inheritance customs
reflected in the wills share the characteristics that they varied from parish to
parish and many of them were in fact revised or newly generated to match
the economic and social demands of the sixteenth and seventeenth centu-
ries. Of course most contemporaries believed that both the ritual customs
and local inheritance customs were‘immemorial customs’which never var-
ied or changed, even if such customs had been created just a few genera-
tions before.3

Whatever the ritual customs or local inheritance customs they dealt
with, the customs must have been observed taking into account the reality
of the daily life of their parishes or communities. Without ever being spe-
cially written down, the customs kept changing generation by generation.
However, because of the lack of written evidence, the customs were be-
lieved by the contemporaries to be a continuation of ancient traditions going
back to time immemorial. Nevertheless, such customs were often generated
only a few generations before they were written down in the official records.
The local inheritance customs were mainly for the individual families, but
the customs themselves were the products of the communities to which the
families or individuals belonged. Therefore, I would agree with the state-
ment of E. P. Thompson that to understand the complex subject of inheri-
tance, we have to study the inheritance customs practised by a particular
family and the inheritance customs of the grid which the community
provided and which laid down the rights of inheritance and the regulations
governing it.4 Such a grid is not well understood until the process of inheri-
tance is studied. B. Todd’s comparative case study of the Free Bench in
neighbouring parishes in Berkshire shed light on the role played by women

２ R. Hutton, The Rise and Fall of Merry England（Oxford, １９９４）, pp.５, ４９.
３ Ibid., pp.６１, ７９.
４ E. P. Thompson,‘The grid of inheritance : a comment’, J. Goody, J. Thirsk and E. P.

Thompson, eds., Family and Inheritance（Cambridge, １９７６）, pp.３２８, ３５８－９.
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in bridging male generations by adding the extra years lived by the widow to
the total lifespan of her late husband.5 The widow was effectively the head of
the family after her husband’s death, and helped maintain the family estates.
In these cases, such women did not own the rights of the estates, but
handed them over to their sons. Of course, the more complex reality of the
customs could not be expressed in the documents.6

To express my own view through the study of Willingham, Cambs., the
customs themselves were passed down from one generation to another
throughout the period. Under the sixteenth century’s particular social and
economic circumstances, will-making customs became part of the local in-
heritance customs through trusts, and spread so as to become nationwide
customs, and this process was accompanied for the first time by the docu-
mentation of the local inheritance customs. This change explained clearly by
Chapter７of the previous book. From now we need to wait for the accumu-
lation of individual case studies to confirm the data, but even at this moment
we have sufficient corroboration. To begin with, R. Houlbrooke points out
that during and immediately after the Reformation period the charity given
and donations made to relieve poverty and for the welfare of the local
community were very prominent in wills, but afterwards this gradually
became a good deal less common and almost disappeared by the second half
of the seventeenth century.7 The period simultaneously saw the wills be-
come less and less religious and more and more private, with the provisions
limited to the welfare of close relatives.8 Houlbrooke’s view seems to be
based on his own experiences through the reading of many wills and must
therefore be regarded as empirical, but still not based on the quantitative
data which this current study is providing. Nevertheless, his statement
sounds about right. Furthermore, the annual totals fluctuate to an extent
that does not necessarily correspond to the population growth, and this is
particularly true after the mid-eighteenth century（Chapter３）.

Wills had had both religious and secular aspects since the medieval
period,9 but the trend towards secularization was strengthened by the fact

５ B. Todd,‘Free Bench and free enterprise : widows and their property in two Berkshire
villages’, J. Chartres and D. Hey, eds., English Rural Society, １５００－１８００ : Essays in Hon-
our of Joan Thirsk（Cambridge, １９９０）.

６ E. P. Thompson,‘The grid of inheritance’, p.３３７.
７ R. Houlbrooke, Death, Religion, and the Family in England, １４８０－１７５０（Oxford, １９９８）,

pp.１２９－３０.
８ Ibid ., pp.８６, １０９.
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that a will functioned as a trust document. This function became more
important after the mid-sixteenth century. It is in this very period that I have
found in Willingham mentions of third or fourth degree or even more distant
kin relationships appeared more in wills reflecting the existence of suppor-
tive kin networks, in particular those supporting the minor families who had
lost fathers when they were young. After the sudden loss of the religious
guilds or fraternities which had served to provide care for the vulnerable
members of the community they must have required some support system
to help them cope with the enormous social and economic changes of that
period and until the poor law systems were Implemented appropriately.10 On
the other hand, in this period‘trust’was quite important in the society and
the equity court was the most likely to guarantee it. The equity court dealt
with many cases including money lending which required ‘trust’.11 To
ensure such trust existed, individuals who were kin, even sometimes fairly
distant relatives such as cousins were included in those cases. However,
research on the establishment of relationships based on trust has not yet
been carried out in sufficient detail, and it is expected that light will in due
course be shed on the extended kin relationships.

It is difficult to say there is a solid consensus among students on how to
understand the customs prevalent in this period, and this lack of agreement
includes inheritance customs. Even until recently social historians or legal
historians often tended to assume the customs have existed since time
immemorial and therefore have remained unchanged.12 However, as T. Stret-
ton perceptively remarks, customs are collective forgetfulness as well as
collective remembrance.13 Customs can be changed, and are flexible in
response to the circumstances.14 It is possible to see sudden changes. On
the other hand, it is always rather surprising to be reminded that through-
out the period under consideration customs have in general continued to
restrict the legal rights of women and to limit the range of their activities in
the community. This is siginifiicant to remark since customs are thought to

９ Ibid ., p.１１０.
１０ M. Takahashi, Village Inheritance in Early Modern England（Matsuyama, ２００３）, Chap-

ter７.
１１ T. Stretton, Women Waging Law in Elizabethan England （Cambridge, １９９８）, pp.２０３,

２０６－７.
１２ T. Stretton, Women Waging Law in Elizabethan England , p.１５７.
１３ Ibid ., p.１７７.
１４ Ibid ., p.１６５.
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respond appropriately to the social and economic demands of each period.15

The customs of any particular historical period are a mixture of past and
present, and some aspects will be orally transmitted from generation to gen-
eration whereas others will be put into written form.16 The wills are typical
of this latter tendency, particularly in the period between the second half of
the sixteenth and the early seventeenth centuries. From a broader perspec-
tive, it is important to note that in the very sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries, the shift from an oral to a written culture occurred as various
documents indicate.17 Another example of this increasing tendency to write
down the customs can be seen in landholding, as the court records reveal
very clearly, with limitations on the ownership of land having been previ-
ously regarded purely as an unwritten code.18 The economic and social
demands of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries meant that the local
customs as well as ritual customs were documented.19 The peak period for
the documentation of local customs was the period between the late six-
teenth and early seventeenth centuries.20 Of course not all customs were
written down, and even by the mid-eighteenth century some memory had
been kept without being expressed in written form.21 However, by that time,
wills had become recognised as a national custom and as a way for prosper-
ous people to deal with their property, having undergone a transition from
being orally transmitted to being written down, and having also lost their
religious characteristics. The references to“yeomen”should have been
disappearing in the wider English Society,22 but in wills alone the term had
survived as a description of social status even after１７００, as we can see from
the Essex data. Nevertheless in parallel with the decline in historical impor-
tance of wills, the term‘yeoman’is disappearing, being replaced by the
word‘farmer’which is clearly a description of an occupation.

Of course, there have been many studies based on testamentary data as
later（Surveys in Chapter２and５）, but these tend to be local and limited to

１５ Ibid ., p.１７７.
１６ A. Fox, Oral and Literate Culture in England １５００－１７００（Oxford, ２０００）, pp.２７９－８０.
１７ Ibid ., pp.１１, ５０.
１８ Ibid ., pp.３６, ２６１.
１９ Ibid ., p.２５９.
２０ Ibid ., pp.２９０－７.
２１ R. Houlbrooke, Death, Religion, and the Family in England, １４８０－１７５０, p.１０９.
２２ E. P. Thompson,‘The grid of inheritance’, p.３２９.
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relatively short periods of time. In other words, these studies lack a long-
term national context. To provide such a context requires the following
questions to be posed,
（１）How many wills survive ?
（２）How did this vary geographically and over time ?
（３）How does this relate to the wills that were actually drawn up ?
（４）What proportion of people left wills ?
（５）How does this vary geographically, over time and by social class ?
（６）What proportion of wills were left by women ?
（７）How did this vary geographically, over time and by social status ?
（８）What proportion of testators described their occupations and or status ?
（９）How did this vary geographically and over time ?
We need answers to all these questions to fully contextualise the numerous
studies based on testamentary data.

For this purpose, I decided to extend Part１of my previous book, Village
Inheritance in Early Modern England. Part １ is made up of two chapters.
They consist of the same first chapters for this book, and are virtually
unchanged from the original version. They give a general overview of the
survival of wills and the connection between the numbers of wills made with
the demographic trends of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, as well
as a basic discussion on the economic and social context to the making of
probate wills. Therefore in the questions listed above, the first five have
been answered with suggestions for further research which could be done
looking at this area of social and economic history from different perspec-
tives.

Now I have done a substantial amount of further research, and I am
able to add Chapter ３ which gives a comprehensive assessment of the
survival of the wills proved in England, using the annual data on almost１．５
million of wills. This chapter is also an extension of Postscript１ to Chapter
２in the previous volume. Furthermore, it should be noted that Chapter４is
an extension of Postscript ２ to Chapter ２. So the chapter concentrates on
the matter of the fifth as well as eighth and ninth questions mentioned
above. The chapter is an analysis of the declarations of status and occupa-
tions in wills. The shift from the social status being declared to the occupa-
tions being given instead occurred as a consequence of economic develop-
ment accompanied by the division of labour generating the subdivisions of
occupations in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries.

In the final Chapter, the sixth and seventh questions concerning

7



women’s wills are discussed. As a result of the new method of counting
women’s wills on the basis of the name given, the possibility of inflating the
number of women in the final totals is suggested. Moreover, the number of
wills made by women where the status is clear, for example in cases where
the testator is a widow, wife or spinster, are arrived at by use of several sets
of regional data and the different viewpoints taken are indicated.

Introduction8



Chapter１ The Number of wills proved in the
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries.
Graphs, with tables and commentary1

Introduction

Although the existence of wills as historical evidence has been famliar
since the eighteenth century, their systematic use is not so old. Less than
twenty years ago Dr. Margaret Spufford was one of the pioneers in the
systematic use of wills in early modern English social history.2

Among the problems that have constantly perplexed systematic users of
probate material is the question of what proportion of the population, at any
one time, made wills or had their goods formally administered after death.
Beyond this lies the question of whether this proportion changed over time,
and, if so, for what reasons. Did the numbers making wills increase within
the same social groups ? or did the will-making habit spread to other
groups ? Within these larger problems lie the less significant question of
whether the proportion making use of the Prerogative Courts changed.

In order to provide some indication of the answers to these problems
the number of wills proved annually in the Prerogative Court of Canterbury,
the Consistory Courts of Ely and Worcester and the Archdeaconry Court of
Leicester have been tabulated and graphed for the period from１４８０to１６２９.3

No doubt due to the tremendous labour involved, no such graph has ever
been drawn before. It speaks for itself.

Sources

The graph and tables have been drawn up from the volumes of indexes

１ The tables and graphs are presented here as I drew them up, but I am much indebted
to Dr Peter Spufford for improving the English of my accompanying text when editing it
for publication, and to the supervisor of my research in Cambridge, Dr. Margaret
Spufford, for much helpful advice, and for suggesting this particular line of enquiry to me.
I would also like to thank Dr. Christopher Marsh for his assistance at an early stage in this
piece of work.

２ For example in Contrasting Communities.
３ See Graph I－１, and Appendix Table１: Wills proved in England１３８０－１８００.
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published, and about to be published, by the British Record Society in their
Index Library（Appendix Table 1 and Graphs 1.1～1.5）.４ All wills, whether
registered or original, have been counted, but administration and unat-
tached inventories have been excluded. Where bundles or registers cover
more than one year, and the indexes do not give any indication of the date
of individual wills, the number of wills involved has been arbitrarily divided
equally between the years with which the bundle or register concerned is
labelled.5

The Prerogative Court of the Archbishop of Canterbury was the supe-

Graph１．１ Wills proved in the four courts, １４８０－１６２９ : Annual Totals
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rior probate court for the whole of England and Wales. In theory this only
meant that testators dying with property in more than one probate jurisdic-
tion in southern England had to have their wills proved in this court. The
Prerogative Court of York had a similar jurisdiction in northern England,
whilst executors dealing with property in both the provinces of Canterbury
and York had to go to the Canterbury court. In practice large numbers of

４ For the Prerogative Court : Index of Wilts proved in the Prerogative Court of Canterbury,
i & ii, １３８３－１５５８, ed. J. Challenor C. Smith（１８９３＆１８９５）; iii, １５５８－１５８３, compiled S.
A. Smith, ed. Leland Duncan（１８９８）; iv, １５８４－１６０４, compiled S. A. Smith, ed. Edward
Alexander Fry（１９０１）; v, １６０５－１６１９, ed. Ethel Stokes（１９１２）; vi, １６２０－１６２９, ed. Ethel
Stokes（１９１２）, Index Library, vols１０, １１, １８, ２５, ４３and４４. For Ely : Index of the probate
records of the Consistory Court of Ely, １４４９－１８５８, ３ vols, compiled C. A. & D. Thurley,
ed. E Leechham-Green, vols １０３, １０６ and １０７. I am indebted to Dr Rosemary Rodd of
the Literary and Linguistic Computing Centre of Cambridge University for access to this
unpublished material. For this court I used the date of making the will if given, and the
date of registration if the date of making is not given, rather than the date of probate. For
Worcester : Calendar of Wills and Admintstrations in the Consistory Court of the Bishop
of’Worcester, i, １４５１－１６００ and ii, １６０１－１６５２, ed. E. A. Fry（１９０４ and １９１０）, Index
Library vols ３１ and ３９. For Leicester : Calendars of wills and administraliorts. . . in the
Archd. . aconry Court of Le/cester, i, １４９５－１６４９, ed. Henry Hartopp（１９０２）, Index Library
vol.２７.

５ This affects the totals for Worcester for １５３８, １５３９, １５４２, １５４３ and １５４４, and for
Leicester for１６１１, １６１２, １６１３, １６１４, １６１５, １６２８and１６２９.
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executors in southem England went to the Prerogative Court even though
they did not need to do so, and it thus came to be the normal probate court
for many of the more important people in the country.

The provincial jurisdictions were chosen because of the convenience of
the indexes to their probate records. However they also represent different
geographical areas of the country, East Anglia, and the West and East
Midlands respectively. The jurisdiction of the Consistory Court of Ely
covered most of the ancient county of Cambridgeshire and the old Isle of
Ely, with the exception of the town and university of Cambridge and of the
deaneries of Bourne, Shingay and Fordham. The jurisdiction of the Consis-
tory Court of Worcester covered most of the ancient county of Worcester-
shire, with the exception of some twenty parishes in the diocese of Here-
ford, but it also included over seventy parishes in Warwickshire, forming
the south-western third of that county. The jurisdiction of the Archdeaconry
Court of Leicester was almost exactly coterminous with the ancient county of
Leicestershire.

General trends

Any discussion of the general trends in the quantities of wills to survive,
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is complicated by both the particularly large numbers of wills surviving from
years of epidemics, and by the strong impression that in the early years
only a very small proportion of the wills made and proved are available to us.
The number of wills surviving from Worcester from the second half of the
fifteenth century and the first quarter of the sixteenth was very limited. The
earliest will to survive from the Consistory Court of Worcester dates from
１４３９, but a regular annual sequence of wills from that court is not available
until１５２７. Comparison with figures of wills referred to in the court books in
the neighbouring diocese of Hereford,６ suggests that the surviving Worces-
ter wills for this period were not representative of the numbers that were
likely to have been proved. Although the number of fifteenth century wills
surviving at Ely was much more substantial than at Worcester, it was still
not up to the level of those proved at Hereford. The earliest wills from the
Consistory Court of Ely date from１４５０, but the great fluctuation in numbers
from year to year suggest that regular keeping of wills only began in１４７９,
although they may not survive fully until １５３７.７ The earliest will from the
Archdeaconry Court of Leicester dates from１４９５, but the regular sequence
there only began in１５１５.

The surviving wills proved in the Prerogative Court of Canterbury began
in １３８３, but they have not been graphed until １４８０ when wills from the
Consistory Court of Ely begin to survive in reasonable numbers. For the late
fourteenth century never as many as twenty wills proved in the Prerogative
Court have survived from any one year. However for the first quarter of the
fifteenth century there were nearly always over thirty surviving wills proved
each year and frequently over fifty.8 The numbers increased markedly from
the late１４８０s as they also did for the Ely court. Whether it is only that a
greater number have survived from this period or that will making increased
around this date must be a matter for speculation. By the end of the century
there were regularly over two hundred wills a year, that have survived,
proved in the Prerogative Court, and in Ely normally over fifty. After a burst
of activity in the first years of the sixteenth century the surviving wills from
the Prerogative Court returned to the level of the１４９０s, some two hundred

６ See below pp.１６－７.
７ From the decade up to１５３６an average of５１wills per year have survived, and from

the decade after １５３７ an average of １４８ wills per year have survived, The １５４０s may
therefore mark the commencement of full record keeping rather than an abrupt increase
in will-making.

８ See Appendix Table１.
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a year, until the１５３０s. Wills proved in the Archdeaconry Court of Leicester
only really survived from １５１５ onwards. In the following decade the num-
bers increased both there and at Ely, even discounting the plague year of
１５２１.

Worcester wills effectively started from １５２７. The １５３０s show slight
increases in numbers at Leicester and sharp rises in the Prerogative Court
and at Ely and Worcester. At the latter the surviving wills from the plague
year of １５３８ even exceeded the Prerogative Court numbers as they did
again in the next outbreak of plague in１５４６. In the１５４０s all the provincial
courts proved greater numbers of wills than in the １５３０s and this general
gradually rising trend continued decade by decade until the second decade
of the sixteenth century.９

After the influenza epidemic of１５５７－９ the fortunes of the Prerogative
Court and the provincial courts diverged markedly. Whilst the number of
wills proved in the latter only increased in line with the growing population,
the numbers proved in the Prerogative Court increased quite startlingly. By
the second decade of the seventeenth century over thirteen hundred wills a
year were normally proved in the Prerogative Court, compared with only
two hundred a year in the early decades of the previous century. This more
than sixfold increase in the use of the Prerogative Court contrasts with
probably less than a doubling in the numbers of wills in the provincial
courts. This is very difficult to calculate because of the problem of survival
in the first decades of the sixteenth century. Moreover whereas the num-
bers of wills proved in the provincial courts probably only continued to keep
pace with the number of burials,１０ those passing through the Prerogative
Court continued to increase much more rapidly. In the １６２０s over fifteen
hundred wills a year were normally proved in the Prerogative Court of
Canterbury. Between１６６１and１６８５they averaged over nineteen hundred a
year, between１６８６and１６９３over two thousand two hundred a year, and in
the later１６９０s around three thousand a year.

９ See Graph１.１～１.５.
１０ Only the Ely wills have been counted up to１７００and there is an intriguing correspon-

dence between the trends in the Ely will figures and in the annual burial totals for
England. There is equally a relatively close match with the burial totals for the fen-edge
village of Willingham within the diocese itself. Spufford, Contrasting Communities, p.１９.
Graph１. Nine year moving averages of Willingham population１５６０－１７４０.
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Survival of wills from the fifteenth and early sixteenth centuries

We have supposed that the unevenness of each of the provincial series
of wills in its early years represents
a situation in which it was not yet
normal to preserve or copy every
will that was presented to the court
for probate. The problem is high-
lighted by the immense number of
entries in the court books of the
bishop of Hereford for the fifteenth
century, each representing a will
presented for probate which has not
been preserved.１１

The diocese of Hereford cov-
ered the county of Hereford and
parts of six adjacent counties. Here-
fordshire is the immediate neigh-
bour of Worcestershire to the west
and yet the numbers of wills of
which we are being made aware are
utterly different（Table１．１）.１２

In the introduction Mr. Michael
Faraday explains that in the period
１４０７－８ to １５４０－１ they had calen-
dared no fewer than １２，０００ pro-
bates. Over the whole period of
time some two hundred wills were
proved annually. Compared with
other figures the Hereford figures
are enormous.

For the isolated year １４０７－８
there were ８２ wills proved in the
Hereford Court, coming from only
two of the thirteen deaneries in the
diocese. This should be compared
with ５１ surviving wills from the

Table１．１Annual totals of Probate
Acts from the Diocese of Hereford,

１４４２－１５４１
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Prerogative Court for１４０７and４４ for１４０８. The Hereford probate acts are
almost continuous from１４４２－３. There are peaks in１４４５－６, １４７９－８０, １５０２－
３ and １５０８－９. In the first of these peaks, １４４５－６, over ４００ wills were
proved in Hereford. At the same time less than fifty survive from the
Prerogative Court. By the late １４６０s and early １４７０s the number of Here-
ford probates had stabilized at around２００, at the same time the number of
Prerogative Court wills had also stabilized, but at around eighty. Despite
such initial disparity of numbers the Hereford numbers and the Prerogative
Court numbers generally exhibit rises and falls at about the same dates from
the１４４０s to the１５３０s. Although the same phases of change affected both,
the Prerogative Court survivals do catch up in number with those which
passed through the Hereford court. By the １４９０s both are in the two to
three hundred range.１３

Mr. Faraday has analysed his probates by Deanery, and it is quite
extraordinary to realise that in a single sparsely inhabited deanery in
Herefordshire on the marches of Wales, more wills were proved than have
survived from the same period from the whole diocese of Ely in eastem
England.１４

In the light of this evidence from Herefordshire we have to push back
the period when will making became common at least as far as the middle of
the fifteenth century. Earlier commentators who believed that they saw the
beginning of widespread will making in the late fifteenth and early sixteenth

１１ M. A. Faraday and E. J. L. Cole, eds., Calendar of Probate and Administaration Acts
１４０７－１５４１ and Abstracts of Wills １５４１－１５８１ in the Court Books of the Bishop of Hereford
（British Record Society, １９９０）. I am indebted Dr. Peter Spufford for access in this unpub-
lished material, Mr Fanday has already published a discussion of this material as M. A.
Faraday,‘Mortality in the Diocese of Hereford １４４２－１５４１’, Transactions of the Woolhope
Naturalists Field Club , ４２（１９７７）, pp.１６３－７４.

１２ No amount of social differentiation could adequately explain such a difference. The
survival of gavelkind in parts of Herefordshire, the poverty of many of its inhabitants, the
lack of secondary employment there, and the growing emphasis on large scale sheep
farming and corn growing may have made minor differences to the numbers of wills made,
but cannot account for the totally disparate numbers with which we are concerned. For
the economic and social situation in rural Herefordshire see J. Thirsk ed., The Agrarian
History of England and Wales, iv １５４０－１６４０（Cambridge, １９６７）, p.１０９ and do.,‘Indus-
tries in the countryside’, in F. J. Fisher ed., Essays in the Economic and Social History of
Tudor and Stuart England（Cambridge, １９６１）, pp.７０－８８.

１３ For the annual totals of probate acts calendared in the diocese of Hereford, １４４２－
１５４１, see Table１.１.

１４ Faraday, Hereford , Introduction, p. xiv.
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century need to be corrected.１５ What began then was not the widespread
making of wills, but the widespread survival of the wills made.

Epidemics and other crises of mortality

Dr. Paul Slack has already used probate records to investigate the
impact of plague in Tudor England in his recent book on plague and the
social responses of the English people to it in the sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries.１６ For his probate evidence he also used volumes of the Index
Library to help establish the chronology of epidemics between １４８５ and
１５６０. As well as the Consistory Court of Worcester and the Archdeaconry of
Leicester, he used the volumes of indices of London Commissary Court
wills, of Wills at Chelmsford, of Berkshire Probate Records, of Archdea-
conry of Lewes wills, and of wills from the dioceses of Lichfield and
Exeter.１７ He did not use the Prerogative Court indexes, and the Ely index
had not been compiled when he was undertaking his research. He did not
tabulate the numbers of wills involved, nor did he graph his results, apart
from the London Commissary Court before １５６５, so that for probate evi-
dence of epidemics the work presented here complements and expands that
already published by Dr Slack.

In addition to probate material, Dr. Slack also used the extensive parish
register material collected by the Cambridge Group for the History of Popu-
lation and Social Structure,１８ and a range of urban sources from fourteen
selected towns. Although he expressed reservations about the weakness of
his sources, including both wills and parish registers, as indicators of the
frequency and severity of mortality crises, Dr. Slack concluded that there
were at least １７ periods of crisis mortality between １５００ and １６７０, once

１５ For example Dr. Barbara Hanawalt, using Bedfordshire evidence, believed that will
making only became common in the late fifteenth century, The Ties That Bound : Peasant
Families in Medieval Enghnd（Oxford, １９８６）, p.１４; and Dr Cecily Howell and Mr S.
Coppel, using Leicestershire and Grantham evidence respectively, believed that will
making only became common in the sixteenth century, C. Howell, Land, Family and In-
heritance in Transition , pp.６２and７０, and S. Coppel,‘Wills and the Community : A Case
Study of Tudor Grantham’, in Philip Riden, ed., Probate Records and the Local Community

（Gloucester, １９８５）, pp.７７－８.
１６ P. Slack, The Impact of Plague in Tudor and Stuart England（London, １９８５）.
１７ Slack, Plague, p.５７, Table３.１: Years of high mortality １４８５－１５６０, p.１４７, graph of

wills from London Commissary Court１４７８－１５６５, and p.３５８n.８.
１８ Summarised in Table A１０.２ of E. A. Wrigley and R. S. Schoirield, The Population

History of England １５４１－１８７１, p.６５３.
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every decade on average.１９ He also pointed out that his evidence was heavily
weighted towards towns, and that rural experience did not always correlate
with urban. Probate evidence comprehends the differing experience of
towns and countryside alike.

Dr. Slack found that the Commissary Court of London wills greatly
increased in numbers between１４９７and１５００, and concluded that this was
evidence of plague in the city, which fitted neatly with the strong literary
evidence for plague in various parts of the country between１４９８and１５０４.
However our new evidence helps to confirm Dr Slack’s suspicion that it was
confined to the city, despite the literary evidence. The Prerogative Court
figures rise in １５００ and １５０１, but not markedly beyond the general rising
trend, whilst the number of wills preserved from Ely actually falls.

Dr. Slack found evidence of an epidemic, possibly plague, in London
and Essex in １５０４. The considerable rise in the Prerogative Court wills in
that year and １５０５ suggests that on this occasion the epidemic was much
more widespread, but Ely was not affected.

The sweating sickness and plague of１５１７－１８which Dr Slack noticed in
London, Essex and Leicestershire is also evident in Ely in １５１８, but is
barely reflected in the Prerogative Court wills.

In his consideration of probate records Dr. Slack found much evidence
of disease outside London through the１５２０s, in Berkshire in１５２１and１５２９,
in Leicestershire in１５２１and１５２６, and in the diocese of Lichfield in１５２４,
１５２７and１５３０. He also misconstrued the beginning oir regular preservation
of wills at Worcester in１５２７as an epidemic-related increase in numbers. It
is very easy to confuse the aberrations of record survival with external
events at this period. Indeed much of the evidence for the １５２０s may
represent irregular increases in preservation of wills rather than increased
mortality. However the new evidence from Ely supports the notion that
there was an epidemic in １５２１, but not later in the １５２０s. On the other
hand the new evidence from the Prerogative Court might point to an
epidemic in１５２８, but not earlier in the decade. Dr Slack’s consideration of
non-probate evidence suggested to him that there were urban epidemics in
Norwich in１５２０, in London and York in１５２１and in Worcester in１５２８.２０

Literary evidence indicates that bubonic plague returned to England
from Germany and the Low Countries in １５３５, and the urban evidence

１９ Slack, Plague, pp.５４－９.
２０ Slack, Plague, p.６１, Table３.３and p.３５８n.１４.
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shows just such a return of bubonic plague in the middle and late１５３０s, in
Bristol in １５３５, in Shrewsbury in １５３６－７, in Reading, Exeter and Hull in
１５３７, and in York in １５３８－４１. Dr. Slack discerned probate evidence of
plague in the Diocese of Worcester in １５３８, and in London, Essex and
Berkshire in１５４０. Our new evidence from Ely and the Prerogative Court is
confirmatory. Both courts show greater numbers of wills from １５３８－４０,
particularly from １５４０. This, particularly the Prerogative Court evidence,
suggests that plague was widespread in these years and not merely limited
to a few towns.

Plague continued through the１５４０s. Dr. Slack’s urban evidence particu-
larly emphasises the middle years of the decade, London in １５４３, Reading
in１５４３－４, Bristol, Norwich, Worcester and Newcastle in１５４４－５, and Salis-
bury, Exeter and Lincoln in１５４６. His probate evidence confirms this from
Berkshire, East Sussex and the diocese of Worcester for １５４５ and for the
diocese of Exeter for １５４６. Our new evidence from the Prerogative Court
and from Ely also produces a fresh peak in numbers for these years, again
indicating that plague was yet more widespread.

The fact that the numbers of wills available to us so closely reflects the
waves of plague suggests both that the onset of the disease was sufficiently
slow for those who were to die of it to have the opportunity of making their
wills, and that friends or acquaintances were prepared to risk the contagion
to come in to act as scribes at the bedsides of the dying.２１ It was not until
Burghley’s plague orders of１５７８that continental notions of quarantine were
introduced into England, and that harsh and strict rules for the isolation of
infected households began to be enforced.２２ Dr. Slack discusses at length
how far the public was prepared to accept these rules, and cites examples of
testators being reduced to making their final wishes known orally when the
rules were enforced, even on one occasion to strangers through a window
when the house was boarded up.２３

The great influenza epidemic of １５５７－９ exerted a terribly baneful
influence upon almost all areas of England. Its effects seem to have been
worse than any of the visitations of plague in the sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries. The Ely and Prerogative Court evidence amply bear this out. The

２１ See C. W. Marsh,‘In the Name of God ? Will-Making and Faith in Early Modern
England’, in G. Martin and P. Spufford, eds., The Records of the Nation , pp.２２６－３０, for a
discussion of the time taken to make wills.

２２ Slack, Plague, pp.２０７－２６.
２３ Slack, Plague, pp.２８４－３１０, particularly pp.２８７－８and４１３n.１７.
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number of wills proved at Ely in １５５７ was never reached again before I
stopped counting in １７００. Although the number of wills proved in the
Prerogative Court was regularly exceeded from１６０８onwards with the great
general rise in the number of wills passing through that court, as well as in
the crises of１５９７and１６０３, never again did those proved in any single year
so greatly exceed the general number being proved at the time.

In１５６３Dr. Slack observed a２４per cent increase in the number of wills
passing through the London Commissary court, and Prof. Wrigley and Dr.
Schofield noted crisis mortality from April to October, with particularly large
numbers of deaths in June and July. Our new Prerogative Court of Canter-
bury figures indicate an increase in will numbers in this year, but not as
marked as in London. Our figures from the provincial courts show no
significant increase at all.

After the peak years from the１５４０s to the１５００s crisis mortality did not
recur for a whole generation.

The harvest failures of １５８６ and １５８７ produced the first of the late
Elizabethan subsistence crises. Famine and famine related disease lifted the
number of deaths entered in parish registers in１５８７and１５８８more than２５
per cent above the normal level for the period. Our new material from
probate records also suggests that deaths greatly increased in these years.
The number of wills increased significantly in all three provincial courts that
were examined, but more markedly at Worcester than at Ely and Leicester.
However at all three the number of wills in these two years was greater than
at any time since the influenza epidemic of three decades earlier. In the
Prerogative Court too the number of wills increased markedly in１５８７.

Plague spread through England from Devon between １５９１ and １５９３,
ravaging London in１５９２. The Worcester, Ely and Leicester wills increased
as a consequence in １５９１, and those in the Prerogative Court during all
three years.

Harvest failures produced another subsistence crisis in １５９７ and １５９８,
and Dr Slack found evidence of crisis mortality in eleven of his fourteen
towns. Although the Ely, Worcester and Leicester wills increased in number
by about a fifth over the preceding years, this was not so marked as in the
plague of １５９１. However in the Prerogative Court the number of wills
proved passed１３００, around４０per cent more than in the preceding years.
This was more marked an increase than in １５９１－３. Is it not extraordinary
that famine-based diseases should produce such mortality even amongst
those substantial enough to have their wills proved in the Prerogative
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Court ? That surely deserves further investigation.
Plague recurred very seriously in London in １６０３, and the number of

Prerogative Court wills increased to over１３００again, presumably reflecting
this high metropolitan mortality. Our probate evidence suggests that it may
not have spread extensively to the provinces. There were only marginal
increases in the wills proved at Leicester in １６０２－３, and at Worcester in
１６０４－５, and no increase at all at Ely at this time. Moreover Dr. Slack only
found urban evidence of plague in three towns outside London.

Our probate evidence would suggest that the next crisis of mortality
took place around １６１６－１７. There were peaks in the numbers of wills
proved in the Prerogative Court in１６１６－１８, and in all three of our provincial
courts - in Worcester in１６１４－１６, and in Ely in１６１６－１７. This perhaps pro-
vides another minor corrective to Dr. Slack’s comprehensive survey of
epidemics. It does not fit with any of the periods of crisis mortality picked
out by him. However, Prof. Wrigley and Dr. Schofield did pick out January
１６１６as one of their‘national crisis’months, with a monthly death rate５０－
９９ per cent above normal. This, combined with the will evidence, might
suggest that １６１６ ought to be added to Dr. Slack’s seventeen selected
crises.２４

The harvest failures of １６２３－５ produced the third and last of the
English subsistence crises of this period, exacerbated by a major plague in
１６２５. Deaths recorded in parish registers leapt to more than ４０ per cent
above the normal level for the period. Those producing our probate records
did the same. In１６２５and１６２６wills in the Prerogative Court increased by
around a third, to some two thousand each year ; in the Worcester and
Leicester courts by much the same proportion ; but in Ely by an even larger
percentage.

There is a close correlation between probate evidence and parish
register evidence for the chronology of crisis mortality, from the inception of
parochial registration onwards. This close correlation suggests that, even if
we no longer have all the wills that were made and proved, those which
survive do so in proportion to those which were made.２５ This argument
cannot, for lack of parish registers, be pressed further back than１５４１ and

２４ Slack, Plague, p.３３９.
２５ A. L. Erickson’s work on probate accounts suggests that even in the late seventeenth

century considerable numbers of wills were made and proved which survive neither as
originals, nor as registered or office copies. She hopes to throw further tight on this in
future research.

22 The Number of wills proved in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries.



we believe that, outside the Prerogative Court, the survival of fifteenth
century wills was wholly fortuitous.２６

Population growth

Having established that the surviving wills correlate well with the
mortality crises of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, we can look at
the underlying trends and ask whether or not the growth in the numbers of
surviving wills, and by implication the numbers of wills made, correlates
with what we now know about the numbers of deaths.

A derailed comparison of our graph with the overall graphs provided by
Prof. Wrigley and Dr. Schofield generally coincides.２７

Unfortunately they have no firm evidence before １５３８ because of the
lack of parish registers.２８

The graphs, both of burials and of wills in the １５４０s and １５５０s are
dominated by recurrent crises. As already seen the latter follow the former
closely. Deaths show a fall, followed by a steep rise in the decade of the
１５４０s. The Prerogative Court and Worcester wills show almost the same
trends, whilst the Ely and Leicester wills exhibit the same pattern but more
modestly.

The１５５０s contrast with the１５４０s, deaths rose at the beginning of the
１５５０s, fall by the middle １５５０s and rise steeply by the end of the １５５０s.
The same trends are shown by the Prerogative Court and Worcester wills.

The underlying trend of deaths after the crisis year of１５６３was down-
wards, a natural compensatory movement after a major mortality crisis. The
numbers of wills from Worcester remains little changed, but in Ely and
Leicester, and even more in the Prerogative Court the numbers of wills
rose, against the trend in deaths. In other words this was a period when the
proportion of will makers was rising. In the１５８０s deaths remained low until
the crisis of１５８７, but in our provincial courts, except Worcester, the num-
bers of wills went on creeping upwards, before rising sharply in１５８７. The
same trend was even more marked in the Prerogative Court. The generation

２６ See above pp.４２－３.
２７ Wrigley and Schofield, Population History, figure２.３, pp.５８－９, pullout１, and figure

７.１, p.２０７. The latter graph also appeared in R. M. Smith,‘Population and its geography
in England１５００－１７３０’, in R. A. Dodgshon and R. A. Butlin eds., An Historical Geography of
England Wales（London, １９７８）, p.２０５, fig.８.２.

２８ For the period before１５３８see below p.２０６.
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between the plague of１５６３and the susbsistence crisis of１５８７was marked
by an increasing proportion of will makers amongst those who died.

The next decade was dominated by mortality crises, but it was followed
by another compensatory fall in the number of deaths in the first decade of
the seventeenth century. Apart from the London plague of １６０３ and the
winter epidemic of １６１６, there was no major crisis until １６２３. The long
term trend in the number of deaths was however rising gradually, along
with the overall population. All three provincial courts, and, more markedly,
the Prerogative Court have rising number of wills at this time. However,
once again will makers in a period between crises can be seen to be an
increasing proportion of those who died.

Comparing numbers at the beginning and end of the period should
determine whether the rising proportion of will makers among those who
died in the periods between crises, had any long term effect when combined
with what happened in the crisis periods themselves.２９

In the first quinquennium for which Prof. Wrigley and Dr. Schofield
calculated deaths, １５４０－４, they estimnated that４２５，０００people died in Eng-
land. For the last quinquennium for which we have counted wills, １６２５－９,
they estimated that６４７，０００people died.３０ This is an increase of５２per cent.
Unfortunately both periods were subject to epidemic mortality. In the same
quinquennia in the three provincial courts, １６８０people made wills that have
survived in１５４０－４, and２５２７people in１６２５－９. This is an increase of５０per
cent. In other words the number of will makers whose wills have survived
from these three provincial courts increased almost exactly in proportion to
the number of deaths in the country as a whole. However in the Prerogative
Court, １，３２５ people made wills that have survived in １５４０－４, and ８，４６４
people in１６２５－９.３１ This is an increase of５３８per cent, and it is quite clear
that a vastly increased proportion of executors proved wills in the Preroga-
tive Court in１６２５－９than in１５４０－４.

２９ I would like to thank Dr Peter Spufford for this idea.
３０ Wrigley and Schofield, Population History, p.４９５. See also below, pp.２１２－１３, for a

more detailed comparison of the １５６０s and １６２０s. The number of deaths is the proper
standard for comparison, not the overall population. The first date for which Prof. Wrigley
and Dr Schofield calculated the total population was １５４１, when they estimated a total
population of２，７７４，０００for England. For１６３１, the next‘census’date after we stopped
counting wills, they estimated the total population at ４，８９３，０００.（Population History, pp.
２０８－９.）This is an increase of７６％ : compared with the increase of only５２％ in deaths.

３１ In １５４０－４: ６９７ at Worcester, ６１７ at Ely, ３６６ at Leicester ; in １６２５－９: ８４４ at
Worcester９１５at Ely, ７６８at Leicester.
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For the period before１５４０, although we do not have parish registers to
give us a clear picture of the population, some indications can be gleaned
from other sources. The muster books of １５２２ and the subsidy returns of
１５２４and１５２５have been used by Julian Cornwall to suggest that the popula-
tion of England was then some ２，３００，０００, and already increasing rapidly
towards the ２，７００，０００ estimated by Prof. Wrigley and Dr. Schofield for
１５４０.３２ Prof. Wrigley and Dr. Schofield have themselves postulated notional
figures for deaths for the years before１５４０to fit in with such estimates of
population growth. They guess that, in the five years after the１５２１plague,
around６７，０００people were dying annually.３３ The numbers of wills surviving
from this period include just over two hundred from the Prerogative Court.３４

If the numbers from the Prerogative Court are not unusable because of the
problem of survival at this period, they would suggest that in the１５２０s and
１５３０s the number of will makers whose wills passed through the Prerogative
Court increased by ２７ per cent, almost exactly in line with the number of
deaths postulated by Prof. Wrigley and Dr. Schofield.

The Prerogative Court and the provincial courts

Our overall impression is that the numbers of wills proved in the six-
teenth and early seventeenth centuries in the Prerogative Court and our
three provincial courts followed divergent patterns. The number of wills
proved in the Prerogative Court followed the number of burials from at least
the １５２０s through the crisis years up to １５６３, but then expanded much
faster than the number of burials. The wills proved in three provincial courts
together continued to follow the number of burials as far as we have traced
them, although the three courts exhibited rather different characteristics.３５

It is clear therefore that not only was there a much greater use of the
Prerogative Court by executors from １５６３ onwards, but that the total
number of wills made increased, for the switch to the Prerogative Court by

３２ J. Cornwall,‘English Population in the Early Sixteenth Century’, EcHR ., ２nd ser., ２３
（１９７０）, ３２－４４.

３３ Wrigley and Schofield, Population History, p.７３６.
３４ See Appendix Table１. The total for１５２２－６is１０４５from the Prerogative Court.
３５ The will makeis increased by only２１per cent at Worcester. by４８per cent at Ely and

by１１０per cent at Leicester. It is not yet possible to know whether the experience of any
of these courts was typical. The Ely figure most closely conforms to the overall increase in
burials throughout England.
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executors did not bring about any diminution in the number of wills proved
in the provincial courts. The numbers were kept up by wills made by people
whose predecessors would not have made wills at an earlier date.

It is difficult to estimate the overall impact of the sixfold increase in
wills proved in the Prerogative Court, for we do not yet know how many
wills were proved in the whole range of provincial probate courts. The three
courts we have examined are only a small proportion of the whole range.
There were no less than fifty major probate jurisdictions in the sixteenth and
seventeenth century province of Canterbury of which the largest was the
huge Commissary Court of the Bishop of London, and in addition hundreds
of minor courts down to those of minute peculiars covering single tiny
villages. It is not even clear if the experience of our courts was typical. If it
was typical, we would estimate that in the１６２０s approximately seven times
as many wills were proved in the provincial courts of the province of
Canterbury than in the Prerogative Court.３６

In the first half of Elizabeth’s reign a similar calculation would suggest
that only one fourteenth part of the wills of the province of Canterbury
passed through the Prerogative Court.３７

It is not easy to pick out the social status of the executors who came to
use the Prerogative Court whose predecessors would not have done so. The

３６ Between１６２０and１６２９an average of７０wills a year from Worcestershire, Leicester-
shire, and Cambridgeshire with the Isle of Ely were proved in the Prerogative Court,
whilst４８０wills a year were proved in the Leicester Archdeaconry Court and the Worces-
ter and Ely Consistory Courts together. This can be only a very approximate correspon-
dence as it ignores the proportion of Worcester Consistory Court wills which came from
Warwickshire, and the proportion of Cambridgeshire and Isle of Ely wills proved in the
Ely Archdeaconry Court. These oremissions probably more or less cancel each other out.
In the１６２０s the total number of wills proved in the Prerogative Court annually averaged
１，５１７. On this basis one might conclude that something of the order of ten thousand wills
were being proved annually in the provincial courts of the province of Canterbury at this
time.

３７ Calculated on a similar basis to the１６２０s, but for the period１５５８to１５８３, covered by
the Index of the Prerogative Court of Canterbury, iii . This period includes the beginning of
the vast expansion of the use of the Prerogative Court by executors. In this quarter
century the total number of wills proved in the Prerogative Court annually averaged５８３,
but this is an average of very different figures for the beginning and end of the period. In
the１５６０s, after the epidemics were over, there were nonnalIy fewer than four hundred
wills proved each year, but by the １５８０s there were normally over seven hundred wills
proved each year. If an average of such different figures is of any use at all it might
suggest that in the first half of Elizabeth l’s reign something of the order of six to eight
thousand wills a year were being proved in the provincial probate courts of the province of
Canterbury.
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occupational index to the Index of Wills proved in the Prerogatiive Court of
Canterbury for the period １６０５－１９ reveals that in these fifteen years the
wills of over eight hundred husbandmen and even those of fifty two‘labour-
ers’and‘day labourers’were taken to the Prerogative Court. Common sense
would suggest that the wills of husbandmen and labourers were much less
frequently taken to the Prerogative Court at the beginning of Elizabeth’s
reign, but unfortunately the volume of index for １５５８－８３ was not provided
with a supplementary index of trades and conditions. It is therefore not
possible to say how many fewer wills of husbandmen and labourers were
taken the Prerogative Court at that period. It is also probable that the
number of yeomen’s wills taken to the Prerogative Court also increased
considerably in the second half of the sixteenth century and the early years
of the seventeenth, but this cannot be measured either. Considerable num-
bers of yeomen’s wills were of being taken to the Prerogative Court at the
beginning course already of Elizabeth’s reign, as well as those of the gentry,
the nobility, the higher clergy and leading townsmen. Social and local
historians need to know that from Elizabeth’s reign onwards it is worth
looking in the Prerogative Court for the wills of quite ordinary people that
the might not previously have expected to find there.

Although London was beginning to grow very rapidly indeed at this
time, the bulk of the additional wills came from provincial, rural, England.
This shift to the Prerogative Court correlates with a growth in centralisation
in many fields and is yet one more indicator of the increase in the impor-
tance of the‘nation’as opposed to the region at this time.

The new computerized index to the Ely wills allows us to measure the
downward social spread of will making in one part of provincial England at
least. Prof. Hoskins was one of the first to look at the spread of will making.
He cited the will of a rich labourer in Leicestershire as early as１５６０－１３８ and
pointed out that such cases were exceptional but not rare. He found a few
examples in every year covered by the Leicestershire probate inventories.
He nevertheless suspected that the habit of making wills did not spread
widely among ordinary people until the１６７０s. He placed this in the context
of the great improvement of living standards involved in the widespread
rebuilding of smaller houses in the late seventeenth century, which followed
his‘great rebuilding’of larger houses in rural England earlier in the cen-
tury.３９

３８ With personal estate of £３２１８s８d, W. G. Hoskins, The Midland Peasant , p.１７４.
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It is now possible to see whether Prof. Hoskins was correct in his
guesswork. Wills proved in the Ely Consistory Court do not give status or
condition in the fifteenth century apart from those of priests and women. In
the first half of the sixteenth century a small number of others do so,
although it was not yet common, and the large majority have no indication
of status. The largest group of those whose status was given were the
husbandmen. The numbers of these gradually increased, but averaged just
over three a year over the whole half century. The earliest wills of people
specified as labourers were proved in １５１８, and by the １５４０s wills of men
picked out as labourers were proved in most years. Can we take it for
granted that most of the will makers who did not specify their occupation
were in fact yeomen ? although no-one bothered to call himself a yeoman
when making his will until１５３０. In the second half of the sixteenth century
it became much more common to specify a status when making a will, and
from the１５８０s over half of the testators whose wills were proved in the Ely
Consistory Court did so（Table １．２ and Graph １．６）.４０ In the １５８０s and
１５９０s, of ２，４９５ wills proved as many as １，４１６ gave some indication. Of
those which did, the largest group, apart from the２８３women, was still the
husbandmen（Table １．３ and Graph １．７）. There were ４３０ of them. There
were also ２３２ labourers. There were still only ２０１ who called themselves
yeomen and a mere score of gentry. Of those who declared themselves, ３８
per cent called themselves husbandmen and ２０ per cent called themselves
labourers.４１

In the １６２０s and １６３０s ３，１４６ wills were proved in the Ely Consistory
Court. By now well over two thirds of the testators gave themselves a status.
Again, apart from the４４６women, the largest groups were the５１０husband-
men and the ３９１ labourers. Yeomen now much more commonly declared
themselves. ３６８ did so. Of those who declared themselves, ２９ per cent
called themselves husbandmen and ２２ per cent called themselves labour-
ers.４２ If it is borne in mind that self-estimation by will makers was frequently

３９ W. G. Hoskins, The Midland Peasant , pp.２００and３０１, and for another aspect of this
improvement of living standards see Margaret Spufford, The Great Reclothing of Rural
England : Petty Chapmen and their Wares in the Seventeenth Century（London, １９８４）.

４０ See Table １.２, Percentage of Ely wills giving status or occupation, １５４０－１６３９, and
Graph１.６; and Table１.３, Numbers of different declared status in Ely wills, １５６０－１６３９,
and Graph１.７, Numbers of different declared status in Ely wills, １５８０－１６３９.

４１１７per cent of the whole body of will makers called themselves husbandmen and９per
cent called themselves labourers.
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higher than the estimation put on them afterwards in probate inventories by
their neighbours when appraising their goods, it is evident that many of
those who called themselves Yeomen were regarded by their neighbours as

４２１６per cent of the whole body of will makers called themselves husbandmen and１２
per cent called themselves labourers.
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husbandmen, and that many of those who called themselves husbandmen
were regarded by their neighbours as labourers. In other words from the
second half of Elizabeth’s reign up to the outbreak of the Civil War at least a
quarter and possibly well over a half, of the wills passing through the
Consistory Court of Ely were made by labourers and husbandmen. Prof.
Hoskins had guessed wrong. It was not at the end of the seventeenth
century that the habit of making wills spread among ordinary people, but at
the end of the sixteenth century. It may even have been earlier, but the
proportion giving themselves a status was then too small to make any safe
generalisations. This is much more useful as evidence than the small
numbers from individual places. Terling in Essex has been intensively
studied by Drs. Wrightson and Levine. It was a moderately sized settlement,
with１２２households assessed for the hearth tax, and had１９２wills proved
in the local probate court. Yet even in a place of this size, the numbers were
such that in the sixteenth century husbandmen and craftsmen left only
isolated wills. It was not until a century later that it was common for Terling
husbandmen and craftsmen to make wills, and for labourers to begin to do
so there. Over the whole period from１５５０to１６９９only seven labourers and
cottagers did so. On the basis of these small numbers, Drs. Wrightson and
Levine had to conclude that, even at the end of the seventeenth century, it
was a‘highly unusual step for persons of their social position to make formal
wills distributing their small stocks of goods’.４３ The new material from the
diocese of Ely suggests that, seen on a larger stage than the single village,
it was by no means unusual for persons of this social position to make
formal wills at the end of the sixteenth century, let alone the end of the
seventeenth.

Conclusion

What then has this laborious counting, tabulating and graphing re-
vealed ? As well as producing supporting evidence on the crises of mortality
in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, particularly on the extent of the
influenza epidemic of１５５７－９, the tables and graphs have revealed a number
of interesting facts.

The Hereford evidence now makes it clear that we have to push the

４３ K. Wrightson and D. Levine, Poverty and Piety in an English Village－Terling １５２５－１７００
（London, １９７９）, pp.３４, ９２－３, ９６－７.
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period when will making became common back at least to the middle years
of the fifteenth century, if not earlier. Previous commentators who believed
that they saw the beginning of widespread will making at the very end of the
fifteenth century or in the early sixteenth century need to be corrected.
What began then was not the widespread making of wills, but the wide-
spread survival of wills. We do not believe that the majority of wills from the
courts we have examined survive until the１５３０s. It was a change in record
keeping that took place in the first half of the sixteenth century, not a
change in the habits of the dying. Can the widespread making of wills, now
pushed back into the fifteenth century, be associated with the great increase
in literacy, now also pushed back into the fifteenth century ?

For the period from the １５４０s, we do have an adequate proportion of
the wills that were made available to us. The close correlation between
probate and burial evidence suggests that even if we no longer have all the
wills that were made and proved, those which survive do so in proportion to
those made. It is therefore from this period that we can begin to answer
some of the questions that have been asked. Professor Vann has posed the
critical question : what proportion of the whole population left wills.４４ In the
early years of Elizabeth’s reign we can tentatively guess that some６０００wills
were proved annually in the provincial courts of the province of Canterbury,
and some ４００ in the Prerogative Court. By the １６２０s we can tentatively
guess that some １０，０００ wills were proved in the provincial courts, beside
the fifteen hundred that we know were proved in the Prerogative Courts.４５

Prof. Wrigley and Dr. Schofield have suggested that in the １５６０s, after the
epidemics were over, some７７，０００ were being buried annually, and in the
１６２０s some １２３，０００.４６ In other words the percentage that left wills that
were proved in the province of Canterbury increased from around８per cent
to around ９ per cent of the whole population. In addition there were the
wills made in the province of York. However, only the adults in the popula-
tion made wills. Prof. Wrigley and Dr. Schofield have estimated that adults
over２５only formed４６per cent of the population in the１５６０s and４９ per
cent in the １６２０s.４７ Assuming nearly all testators were over ２５, this sug-
gests that in the１５６０s at least１８per cent of adults made wills and in the

４４ R. T. Vann,‘Wills and the Family in an English Town : Banbury１５５０－１８０７’, Journal of
Family History, ４（１９７９）, pp.２６４－５.

４５ See above p.２６, footnotes３６and３７.
４６ Wrigley and Schofield, Population History, p.４９５.
４７ Wrigley and Schofield, Population History, p.５２８.
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１６２０s at least １９ per cent. In view of the uncertainty of many elements in
these calculations, it would be proper to propose that virtually the same
proportion of adults were making wills in the１５６０s and the１６２０s.４８ There is
also an imbalance of the sexes to be taken into account. The Ely evidence
suggests that around ９０ per cent of the testators were male, although
slightly under half the whole adult population was. This would suggest that
in both the１５６０s and the１６２０s almost exactly a third of the adult men in
England left wills that were proved in the ecclesiastical courts of the
province of Canterbury. By the １６２０s perhaps as many as a twentieth of
adult women left wills.

Other historians had already guessed that there was an increasing use
of the Prerogative Court in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries. We
have now been able to make clear how much greater this use of the Pre-
rogative Court by executors was from１５６３onwards. This was at the same
time that the total number of wills made increased, for the switch to the
Prerogative Court by executors did not bring about any diminution in the
number of wills proved in the provincial courts. The numbers were kept up
by wills made by people whose predecessors would not have made wills at
an earlier date. Even those who used the Prerogative Court were not
necessarily sufficiently prosperous to have been immune from the effects of
famine-based disease.

The material from the Ely court has shown how the habit of declaring
the testators’status increased in the course of the sixteenth century, and
how from the１５８０s there is enough evidence to show how many of the new
will makers were husbandmen and even labourers. Any notion that very
ordinary people did not make wills until the end of the seventeenth century
now needs to be revised backwards by at least a hundred years. It is now
clear that by the end of the sixteenth century extremely large numbers of
husbandmen and labourers were making wills. The nature of the evidence
will not allow us to discover how much earlier they may have been doing so.

We dare to hope that future makers of indexes to probate material, who
have the advantage of using computers to arrange their material, will take
the opportunity of counting, tabulating and graphing it, so that comparisons

４８ The calculations on p.２０７ above suggested that the proportion did increase slightly
between the１５４０s and the１６２０s. If there is enough accuracy in the two sets of calcula-
tions, they would suggest that the proportion was increasing between the１５４０s and the
１５６０s.
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can be made with what we have done, and so that our estimates and
conclusions can be refined. There are a number of lines of enquiry which
we have not been able to touch on which need further examination. How far
did the legislation of the first half of the sixteenth century affect the
preservation of wills ? How far did the growth of London affect the use of
the Prerogative Court ?４９ How far were the numbers of those applying to the
probate courts for letters of administration for the estates of intestates
affected by the increase in the numbers of those leaving wills ? And finally
can the increasing numbers of husbandmen, and particularly labourers,
making wills from the end of the sixteenth century be correlated at all with
the polarization of rural society that was then beginning to take place in
some open-field regions of the country ? All these are open questions for
future workers in this field.

４９ A. J. Camp,‘The Genealogist’s Use of Probate Records’in G. H. Martin and P. Spuf-
ford, eds., The Records of the Nation , pp.２９０－３.
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Chapter２ A discussion revisited : the number
of wills proved in early modern England

In the last quarter century English Social and Economic history studies
have been deepening astonishingly, especially in the fields of regional
society and family. This is partly due to progress in the use of materials and
techniques/methods. The use of probate records including wills as well as
inventories has been noteworthy in various ways. The use is, however, still
rather limited partly because of ignorance of the general or national statis-
tics. That is, without the benefit of the aggregate figures, students seem to
use only local or random samples. In order to provide the basis for a more
general and systematic understanding of wills as statistical materials, I have
already counted the annual numbers of wills, using the volumes of indexes
published by the British Record Society in their Index Library（Table ２．１
and Graph２．１, the list of volumes used＊).1 This article2 discusses the time-
lag in the transference of will-making customs between regions and contrib-
utes to the argument about the difficulty of knowing how to differentiate
between‘centre’and‘local’. It also investigates the inter-relationships of
different social status and occupational groups.

Survey

In recent community or regional studies, students including W. G.
Hoskins, M. Spufford, K. Wrightson & D. Levine and C. Howell have been
making optimum use of manor court rolls and ecclesiastical records.3

Amongst the ecclesiastical records, probate records as well as registers have
assumed greater importance and this is particularly true of wills and

１ See Chapter１; do.,‘The Number of Wills Proved in the Sixteenth and Seventeeenth
Centuries England Revisited : English Family History and Records’, The Keizai Gaku ,
Annual Report of the Economic Society, Tohoku University, １９６（１９９４）.

２ For the use of Mac Reader, I would like to thank for much helpful advice of Ms.
Atsuko Toda（ex-research assistant of Ehime University）.

３ W. G. Hoskins, The Midland Peasant ; M. Spufford, Contrasting Communities ; K.
Wrightson and D. Levine, Poverty and Piety ; do., Whickham : The Making of an Industrial
Society（Oxford, １９９１）; C. Howell,‘Peasant Inheritance Customs in the Midlands, １２８０－
１７００’; do., Land, Family and Inheritance in Transition .
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inventories. Knowing how many wills were made and survived nationwide,
and how they were distributed, would provide a basis for understanding
community or regional studies in a national context.

Looking at other studies, W. K. Jordan placed a heavy reliance on wills
for his classic study on philanthropy through bequests.4 Wills are also useful

Table２．１ Wills Proved in England : Regions
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in understanding parish guilds and hidden religious and social networks.5

Using２，５００wills throughout England J. J. Scarisbrick discusses the relation-
ships between wills and parish religious guilds in the fifteenth and sixteenth
centuries. E. Duffy asserts that the level of allegiance to catholicism by
ordinary people has been underestimated in his view, and using wills from
the Reformation period, argues that many parish guilds overlapped with
village communities without clear boundaries and that those parish guilds

４ W. K. Jordan, Philanthropy in England, １４８０－１６４０. A Study of Changing Pattern of
English Social Aspirations（London, １９５９）.

５ J. J. Scarisbrick, The Reformation and the English People（Oxford, １９８５）, pp.１－１０; E.
Duffy, The Stripping of the Altars（Yale, １９９２）, pp.３５５－７, ５０６, ５１０, ５１３.
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were abolished along with the ecclesiastical estates during the Reformation.
Since the Medieval period, references to the parish guilds have been

found, but after the sixteenth century the references gradually disappeared.
However, the development of will-making customs and their increasing
numbers partly took the place of the functions of the parish guilds. C. Marsh
analysed some forty wills covering the whole of England and found that the
choice of witnesses was strongly influenced by closely-knit networks includ-
ing relatives and neighbours.6 Wills maintained their function at least until
the establishment of the poor law system, the change of inheritance customs

６ C. W. Marsh,‘In the Name of God ? Will-Making and Faith in Early Modern England’,
in G. H. Martin and P. Spufford, eds., The Records of the Nation .
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and the greater economic polarisation and social divergence of the period.
In order to discuss the family in regional studies, further individual

documents including probate inventories are used. The advantages have
been known since studies such as W. G. Hoskins’s multilateral study of
Wigston Magna and J. Thirsk’s Peasant Farming in Lincoln and The Agrarian
History volumes.7 In spite of much critisism, the importance of these docu-
ments is apparent. Probate inventories were usually kept with wills.8 Probate
wills were required to be proved and the church must have influenced the
spread of will-making. The general spread of will-making among the peas-
ants took place after the middle of the sixteenth century.9 The family
reconstitution of parish registers made it easier to gain quantitative data, but
for the understanding of family history, especially extended kin networks, it
is inadequate. Therefore, in conjunction with landholdings and inheritance

７ W. G. Hoskins, Local History in England and The Midland Peasant ; J. Thirsk, English
Peasant Farming ; do., ed. The Agrarian History of England and Wales, iv １５４０－１６４０

（Cambridge１９６７）, v, １６５０－１７５０（Cambridge１９８５）.
８ M. Spufford,‘The Limitations of the Probate Inventory’, in J. Chartres and D. Hey,

eds., English Rural Society, １５００－１８００（Cambridge, １９９０）.
９ R. A. Merchant, The Church under the Law : Justice, Administration and Discipline in the

Diocese of York, １５６０－１６４０（Cambridge, １９６９）, p.８８; S. Coppell,‘Wills and the Commu-
nity : A Case Study of Tudor Grantham’, in Philip Riden ed., Probate Records and the Local
Community ; C. Howell,‘Peasant Inheritance Customs in the Midlands, １２８０－１７００’, p.１４５.
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customs, some studies have used wills to obtain qualitative data. Neverthe-
less, I imagine the limited use was partly due to the assumption that
peasants or lower status individuals did not leave wills. Moreover all probate
wills have not been counted annually, so we do not have a complete history.
Their use is limited to particular regions. Although there are several studies
including some of particular epidemic years, the sample was chosen without
having the overall picture.

Re-visited discussion on the numbers of wills in England

At this moment the numbers of surviving probate records are assumed
to be as follows : two million wills, one million inventories and fifty thousand
accounts. If we trust these figures, the numbers of wills available in the
Index Library volumes cover only one quarter of all surviving wills. It is still
possible, however, to know the general trends, because our data covers
almost all regions in England under the authority of the Prerogative Court of
Canterbury. I have not succeeded in counting those in the Prerogative Court
of York as I will discuss them later. Nevertheless, it is unlikely that more
information would be gathered, even with the collection of non-Index Library
data. Our data is the results of１１０years of Index Library efforts.

The total number of０．８５million is, if we trust the assumption, approxi-
mately one third of all surviving wills so I have not counted all yet（Table
２．２）.

In the fifteenth century the annual average was about four hundred. In
the sixteenth century it rose dramatically to around three thousand. It
peaked at some five thousand in the seventeenth century, but in the second
part of the century, it gradually decreased. Of course, handling such num-
bers requires caution. I would add that in the１６４０’s and１６５０’s the probate
proceedings locally virtually came to an end and the numbers fell drastically.
In the period between １６５３ and １６６０（Interregnum）twenty Judges of
Probate were selected to deal with probate jurisdiction at the headquarters
in London and it became impossible to distinguish the Prerogative Court and
local data.

In the eighteenth century the trends do not seem to be upward. This is
partly due to the problem of editions. We do not have so many volumes of
eighteenth century data in the Index Library . However, there is also a
demographic explanation. The period between the second half of the seven-
teenth century and the first half of the eighteenth witnessed a static or stable
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population coupled with stable death rates. Thus, the number of wills made
and surviving fell considerably. Economically, this period seemed to experi-
ence the final disappearence of smaller landholders and the gradual creation
of a large group of day labourers who could not, or did not, leave wills.

The results of previous articles counting the numbers of wills are as
follows :

The impact of the mortality crises in the sixteenth and seventeenth

Notes :
１ M. Takahashi,‘The Number of Wills Proved in the Sixteenth and Seventeenth Centuries. Graphs,
with Tables and Commentary’, in P. Spufford and G. Martin, eds., The Records of the Nation（Wood-
bridge, １９９０）.
２ do.,‘The Number of Wills Proved in the Sixteenth and Seventeenth Centuries England Revisited :
English Family History and Record’s, The Keizai Gaku , Annual Report of the Economic Society, Tohoku
University, １９６（１９９４）.
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centuries, particularly on the extent of the influenza epidemic of １５５７－９ is
once more confirmed. The Hereford evidence made it clear that we have to
push the period when will making became common back to at least the
middle years of the fifteenth century, if not earlier.

From the １５４０s onwards, there was a more constant survival of wills.
The close correlation between probate and burial evidence suggests that
even if we no longer have all the wills that were made and proved, those
which survive do so in proportion to those made.10

In both the１５６０s and the１６２０s almost exactly a third of the adult men
in England left wills that were validated in the ecclesiastical courts of the
province of Canterbury. By the １６２０s perhaps as many as a twentieth of
adult women left wills.

Greater use of the Prerogative Court by executors took place from１５６３
onwards. This coincided with an increase in the total number of wills, for
the switch to the Prerogative Court by executors did not bring about any
diminution in the number of wills proved in the provincial courts. The
numbers were bolstered by wills made by people whose predecessors would
not have made wills at an earlier date. Even those who used the Prerogative
Court were not necessarily sufficiently prosperous to have been immune
from the effects of famine-based disease.

The material from the Ely court has shown how the habit of declaring
the testators’status became more widespread in the course of the sixteenth
century, and that from the １５８０s many of the new will makers were
husbandmen and even labourers. Any notion that very ordinary people did
not make wills until the end of the seventeenth century now needs to be
revised and pushed back by at least a hundred years. It is clear that by the
end of the sixteenth century extremely large numbers of husbandmen and
labourers were making wills. The nature of the evidence will not allow us to
discover how much earlier they may have been doing so.

In the second article the number of wills in four more courts have been
counted. General comparison of the previous data with that newly gained
shows that the further the diocese from the centre of England, the more the
number of wills fluctuate according to the circumstances of each region.
Moreover, the wider the field, the more points to discuss ; in particular the

１０ E. A. Wrigley and R. S. Schofield, The Population History of England １５４１－１８７１, figure
２.３, pp.５８－９. pullout１, and figure７.１, p.２０７. and R. M. Smith,‘Population and its Ge-
ography in England１５００－１７３０’, p.２０５, fig.８.２.
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implications of influenza as a turning point in the spread of will-making
customs and the interrelationship between will-making customs and the long
term economic and social trends.

The influenza period revisited

Here I survey the studies where students used wills to explain the
history of epidemics. To observe wills in the longer perspective helps us
understand the links with other historical documents and the changes in
will-making practices.

E. A. Wrigley and R. S. Schofield studied the frequency and severity of
‘mortality crises’and compiled a list of years with higher mortality, or more
specifically１０per cent above average.11

１ １５５８／９ ２ １５５７／８ ３ １６２５／６ ４ １６５７／８
５ １７２８／９ ６ １７２７／８ ７ １６８０／１ ８ １７４１／２
９ １７２９／３０ １０ １６３８／９ １２ １５９２／３ １７ １５９７／８

The years １５５７ and １５５８ showed the highest mortality rates with
similarly high rates coming one century later. The third highest year, １６２５,
shows extremely large numbers in London and the suburbs. The fourth,
１６５７, does not reflect the regional situation because almost all wills were
proved in the Prerogative Court of Canterbury. The years of１７２７and１７２８
seem to include many regions with higher rates, reflecting the high mortal-
ity.

J. S. Moore has counted all probate events for the period between１５４１－
１５７０ in order to reconfirm the impact of the great influenza period which
was suggested by F. J. Fisher and for a long time almost ignored.12 To show
the seriousness of the influenza epidemics, Moore did not confine himself
only to wills, but counted all probate events including administration bonds.
Furthermore, for the same reason, he limited the period to just thirty years.
In spite of the different reason for conducting this research his study is
useful in expanding or deepening the discussion.

The pattern of all probate events is almost identical to the death rate
pattern calculated by E. A. Wrigley and Schofield. However, the death rates

１１ E. A. Wrigley and R. S. Schofield, Population History, pp.３３２－３.
１２ J. S. Moore,‘Jack Fisher’s‘flu’: a Visitation Revisited’, EcHR .４６／２（１９９３）.
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include the total population, that is, not only male adults and moderately
prosperous widows and spinsters, but also infants and small children and
rather poorer women. This suggests that the data from probate events
needs more precise treatment, and the calculation of death rates itself
requires that more data be collected, as Wrigley and Schofield pointed out.
Furthermore, Moore’s results are given in blocks of ５ years, and the
multiplication of the averages is not necessarily equal to the total which may
puzzle the readers.

Nevertheless, the almost identical patterns of total will numbers and
total non-will probate events points to the possibility of using will-making
numbers as indicators of all probate events（Table ２．３ and Graph ２．３）.
Furthermore, the data for London and the North are not yet available, as
mentioned above. So Moore’s data provides us with the information we need
for the uncounted area. This is important when we find that, especially in
London in the late１５５０’s, influenza was not such a major factor, at least in
the documents.

By limiting the period to focus on the impact of the influenza, the
calculations of social status and occupation were quite precise. However, the
results are rather concentrated within the upper and richer status groups
and it is difficult to see the trend towards making wills by those lower down
the social scale becoming a custom. However, it is possible to recognise
that influenza seemed to affect all levels of society including prosperous
people who were relatively well fed and advantaged in other aspects of life.
We do not, however, know the average age of victims, and whether elderly
people were more likely to be victims or not. Slack made a graph from part
of the London wills, although the graph only showed data until the end of
the influenza period.13

The reason that Moore used Wrigley and Schofield’s mortality data
from parish registers（Population History, Appendix４）, not Totals of deaths

（Population History, Appendix２）could be for convenience of comparison in
terms of size. However, he seems to want to offer a different view on the
estimates of Wrigley and Schofield. In the conclusion, Moore pointed out
the decreasing size of the parish registers and the atypicality as a sample,
and suggested this could account for the gap between their estimates and
Fisher’s. According to the parish registers annual deaths were at a rate of
around ６０００ on average in the period １５４０ to １５７０ with almost １０，０００ in

１３ P. Slack, Plague.
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Sources : Number of wills : see. the list of Index Library used ; Probate events : J. S. Moore,‘Jack Fisher’s‘flu’:
a Visitation Revisited’EcHR.４６／２（１９９３）, p.２９５（Table ５）; Burial from registers : E. A. Wrigley and R. S.
Schofield, The Population History of England １５４１－１８７１（London, １９８１; Paperback edition, Cambridge,
１９８９）, pp.５３７－８（Appendix４Table４.１）; Estimates of Deaths : ibid ., pp.５０３－４（Appendix２, Table２.４）.
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１５４４－５and a maximum figure of１２，０００in the influenza period（Table２．４）.
Therefore the probate trends coincide with parish register death trends.
This suggests the great importance of whole probate events, but there are
problems. In this period, parish registrations had just commenced. This fact
leads Wrigley and Schofield themselves to admit that the numbers did not
therefore represent the national statistics.14 In the １５５０’s, in particular, ３０
or ４０ per cent of months showed gaps in the records.15 Moreover, Moore
explains that the influenza period also witnessed political turbulence under
Queen Mary and Elizabeth I causing further breaks in the continuity of
record keeping. The influenza period therefore has not been highlighted
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until recently.16

Moreover, the deaths shown in the parish registers include infants and
married women who were not likely to be concerned with probate events. It
is probable that those who might be concerned with probate events repre-
sent at least half of the cases. On the basis of such an assumption, I made a
graph using half of the total estimates of national deaths by Wrigley and
Schofield, mortality data from parish registers, probate events by Moore
and annual wills totals（Graph２．４）. In１５５７－９all indices show the upward
tendency. However, quantatively there is a deep discrepancy between na-
tional death estimates（at an average of ８０，０００ annually）and the other
indexes.17 Moore’s conclusion is on the basis of parish register data only as
mentioned above, and requires further research from a wider viewpoint. For
example, what percentage of the total population were concerned with
probate events ?

In the mid-sixteenth century, cases of wills in which status or occupa-
tion were declared were few, as in other probate documents. Therefore

１４ E. A. Wrigley and R. S. Schofield, Population History, p.２４.
１５ Ibid ., p.２６.
１６ J. S. Moore,‘Jack Fisher’s‘flu’: a Visitation Revisited’, p.２９４.
１７ There are several questions remaining ; why are Moore’s results based on five year

totals and why do the totals and the sum of the annual averages for five years differ ?
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Moore’s sample is rather limited with ２，０２３ cases in １５５６－１５５９（３．６％ of
the period total of ５５，５１９）, the majority of which were of rather higher
status. It is thus possible to recognise that the influenza struck the whole of
society including the upper strata. It is difficult to know the precise situation
of the lower social groups, although ７４ labourers were listed amongst the
２，０２３cases. Husbandmen were７１．９per cent of those with status in wills in
the Peterborough diocese（in Salisbury６９．３％）. One further point of great
interest is whether the elderly were the main victims or not. However, there
is a tendency for the social status of intestators to be lower than that of
testators, if we simply consider the raw data. Few fifteenth century Ely wills
include the testators’status except for churchmen and widows.18 Even in
the first half of the sixteenth century, only a small number of testators
stated their status or occupation. Yet, among the small pool where status
was declared,‘Husbandman’was the most numerous.19 From the second half
of the sixteenth century, to state the testator’s status or occupation was
quite normal in the diocese of Ely, and most did so after the１５８０’s. In the
１５８０’s and the１５９０’s, ３８per cent of all who declared it were husbandmen
and ２０ per cent were labourers. In the １６２０’s and １６３０’s, the former
represented２９per cent and the latter２２per cent of the total.20

Nevertheless, the results include the data from non-Index Library
sources and provide useful scope for further calculation of will numbers. In
London and the North, in particular, we still do not have the whole picture,
although in Moore’s period, London and the suburbs do not show any
particular trends. This could be attributed to the routes of transference
which were sustained mainly by movements of people and materials.

Long term perspectives and regional patterns

As mentioned above, F. J. Fisher tried to relate the influenza and
inflation of the１５５０’s using wills as sources. In fact, this idea of using wills
was used for the history of harvest fluctuations by W. G. Hoskins one year
before.21 However, the findings by Fisher were almost forgotten for a long
time until highlighted by D. Palliser and J. S. Moore.22

１８ See pp.１０４－５, Table２P２.１.
１９ Incidentally, wills made by labourers started appears constantly from the １５４０’s.

Therefore, it could be possible to assume that undeclared wills were made by yeomen,
although hardly any wills were declared until the１５３０’s.

２０ See pp.５４－５.
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Comparing population trends, deaths, the harvest index,23 real wage
index24 and wills provides the longer perspective（Graph５）. C. J. Harrison’s
data on harvest fluctuations, in particular which started from Hoskins’s and
added more precise qualitative analysis（x１０）, shows an interesting correla-
tion with the annual totals of wills and therefore contrasts with the real wage
index.25

The year of１５９２is listed as a good harvest year. Yet this year is listed
１２th in Wrigley and Schofield’s table of‘mortality crisis’years and the
number of surviving wills also increased. In this period concern for spiritual
matters declined at least in the wills. People had more practical concerns,
notably providing for their families, and increased prosperity encouraged the
making of wills.

The year of１５９７appears１７th in the mortality crisis list and is not so
noteworthy, but this year saw great famine, the second worst year after
１５５６, in the period１４８０to１６２０.26 Moreover, not only this year but continu-
ously from １５９４－１５９７ there were bad harvests, and the polarisation of
landholdings increased.27 P. Slack pointed out that the death rates increased
to reach a‘crisis’in１１out of１４cities. The Prerogative Court of Canterbury
showed an increase of ４０ per cent compared to the previous year. This
implies that even those who were able to leave wills in the PCC, and were

２１ W. G. Hoskins,‘Harvest Fluctuations and English Economic History １４８０－１６１９’,
AgHR .１２／１（１９６４）, p.３６; do., The Age of Plunder. The England of Henry VIII １５００－１５４７

（London, １９７６）.
２２ F. J. Fisher,‘Influenza and Inflation in Tudor England’, EcHR , １８（１９６５）; D. M. Pallis-

err,‘Epidemics in Tudor York’, Northern History, ８（１９７３）; J. S. Moore,‘Jack Fisher’s
‘flu’: a Visitation Revisited’.

２３ W. G. Hoskins,‘Harvest Fluctuations and English Economic History １４８０－１６１９’; do.,
‘Harvest Fluctuations and English Economic History１６２０－１７５９’, AgHR .１６／１（１９６８）. Of
course, the fact that a high number of people died from the influenza in １５５６－８ was
known even before Fisher’s article. W. G. Hoskins had published his harvest fluctuations
article one year before Fisher’s, and suggested that the influenza caused the increasing
numbers of deaths. Hoskins also used the wills of Worcester, Leicester and Devon as
evidence（‘Harvest Fluctuations and English Economic History １４８０－１６１９’, p.３６）. It is
unknown, however, if and how Hoskins and Fisher communicated on their will numbers
calculations.

２４ E. A. Wrigley and R. S. Schofield, Population History, Table A９.２, pp.６４２－４.
２５ C. J. Harrison,‘Grain Price Analysis and Harvest Qualities, １４６５－１６３４’, AgHR .１９／２

（１９７１）, appendix１.
２６ W. G. Hoskins,,‘Harvest Fluctuations and English Economic History １４８０－１６１９’, pp.

３８－９.
２７ M. Spufford, Contrasting Communities, pp.５１, ７７－８.
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relatively prosperous, died mainly due to the epidemics which were a result
of the bad harvests.

In the Metropolitan area, particularly in １６０３ or １６０４, the epidemics
had greater effect.28 Essex also shows considerable suffering.29 PCC wills
increased again to a figure over１，３００which would seem to reflect the high
death rates. However, in the provinces the epidemics seemed to have had
only limited impact.

From the period １６２０－１７５９ Hoskins selected ２２ years as bad harvest
years（there were２４between１４８０and１６１９）.30 The period １６２３－２５ faced
bad harvests and witnessed the third and last mortality crisis due to the
subsequent epidemics. The deaths recorded in the registers rose sharply to
４０per cent above that of average years. The will numbers in the PCC also
rose by almost ３０ per cent in １６２５ and １６２６. In the seventeenth century,
the periods around １６３０ and １６４７ saw several years of good harvests
followed by continuously bad harvest years. １６６１ and the １６９０’s experi-
enced very poor harvests. １７０９was the worst year in this period, but this is

２８ P. Slack, Plague.
２９ Ibid ., pp.１０１－２.
３０ W. G. Hoskins,‘Harvest Fluctuations and English Economic History １６２０－１７５９’, pp.

１５－６.
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not reflected in the numbers of surviving wills.31

In the eighteenth century１７２８／９（５th）１７２７／８（６th）and１７２９／３０（９th）
appear as‘mortality crisis’years. In spite of the limited sample, only these
years surpassed１，０００in the annual will totals. Generally in this period, will
numbers rise when these are bad harvests. The poorer people who suffered
from bad harvests did not leave wills in this period.

From the viewpoint of good harvests, will numbers basically show a
steady increase especially in rural areas for those who were prosperous
enough to make and leave them. Will numbers and the harvest index in at
least the sixteenth century and the first part of the seventeenth century
therefore show some correlation. Only the PCCs dealt with probate proceed-
ings in the１６４０s and１６５０s when good harvests were also enjoyed. So the
numbers of surviving wills increased rapidly in this period, but it is not clear
to what extent the increase was due to the economic effect of the good
harvest.

Moreover, up until the mid-seventeenth century, the real wage index（x
５）contrasts sharply with annual will totals and the harvest index. After the
influenza period, the trends of will numbers and deaths in the parish regis-
ters showed correlation until the １６３０’s increase. In the same period, the
real wage index was static or moved downward. After the mid-seventeenth
century, deaths recorded in the parish registers remained constant until the
mid eighteenth century. The wills annual totals declined and, at the same
time, the real wage index gradually increased. So it could well be that, in
the latter half of the seventeenth century, the motivation for will-making
became more influenced by economic factors, thus the poorer people could
not afford to leave wills. Nevertheless, we should not forget that the
numbers of wills made is not the same as the numbers that survived. The
earlier the period, the more this applies. As discussed before, however,
where will numbers and death rates do correlate, a substantial part of the
wills made survive, even today. This is especially true in the local courts.
The discrepancy of numbers between wills proved in the PCC and other
local courts becomes apparent after the １５６０’s, and the local courts gener-
ally show a gentle increase as if they followed the population increase. The
graph of the Ely and Oxford dioceses, both known for their universities, are
good examples（Graph２．６）. The comparison between regions is as follows

（Graph２．７）.

３１ Ibid ., pp.１６－８.
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The indices of London wills have not been completed yet. The Preroga-
tive Court of Canterbury covered almost fifty jurisdictional areas, and the
Commissary Court of London was huge and the biggest institution. The
large size of the population, the rapid growth of the city itself involving
frequent migration, and the complicated distribution of social statuses and
properties seem to be the main reasons for the delay in completion. And it
must be pointed out, using only probate records including wills, to assess
the magnitude of the epidemics, some error is inevitable. For instance, P
Slack found that there was no increase in the number of wills in１５４８when
there were many epidemic victims.32 He pointed out the proportions of
victims vary according to prosperity as well as living conditions in London.33

For the individual local situations, the thorough use of probate records
provides more information, as E. J. Carlson states.34

Other metropolitan courts such as Chelmsford（Essex）follow the same
pattern as London. The results of Essex in Chelmsford（including all Essex

３２ P. Slack, Plague, pp.５４－６０.
３３ Ibid ., pp.１５７－８.
３４ E. J. Carlson,‘The Historical Value of the Ely Consistory Probate Records’, E.

Leedham-Green, ed., Consistory Court of Ely Probate Records .１４４９－１８５８ Part I, Index
Library, １０３（London : British Record Society, １９９４）, li.
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wills and wills from almost one third of Hertfordshire）are particularly
valuable in enabling us to check whether Essex is representative of the
English nation. Essex appears to receive a great deal of attention amongst
researchers, including Drs. K. Wrightson, A. Macfarlane, M. McIntosh and
recently L. Poos.35 Compared to Cambridge （Ely） and Oxford, both of
which have universities, Essex shows a steeper upward trend（Graph ８）.
Cambridge and Oxford fluctuated around as few as one or two hundred a
year throughout the sixteenth century, but Essex maintained the upward
trend of four hundred on average annually in the same period. Though
lower status individuals might not have made so many wills until the
seventeenth century as in Terling, at least those of higher status could.36

As for the Midlands and East Anglia, these regional data are generally
not so significant, probably following the local death rate patterns. Cambs.
and Oxford belong to these areas. The data shows high numbers of wills in
the influenza period and a gradual gentle upward trend in the late sixteenth
century and the first half of the seventeenth century. After the Interregnum
when the numbers were negligible, low numbers continued. In the late

３５ D. Cressy,‘Kinship and Kin Interaction in Early Modern England’, Past and Present ,
１１３（１９８６）.

３６ K. Wrightson and D. Levine, Poverty and Piety, p.１５２.
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sixteenth century and the early seventeenth century, both West and East
Midlands yield around one thousand annually, and East Anglia slowly in-
creases from five hundred in the mid-sixteenth century to almost one
thousand one century later.

On the other hand, the figures for the South-West（Somerset, Dorset,
Wiltshire, Devon, Cornwall） become quite steady only after the mid-
sixteenth century. This could be similar to the Northern pattern. Both were
mainly pastoral areas in this period. The rather formal and solid partial
inheritance custom could have been responsible for the delay in the neces-
sity of will-making as a way of distributing possessions. Otherwise the
stronger community ties did not necessitate such individual family mainte-
nance. Nevertheless, the beginning of a trend towards increasing numbers
of extant wills indicates the coming together of all the basic factors needed
for industrialisation to occur.

Implications

Will-making customs, transference and change

What were the motives for, and conditions of, will-making ? The fact
that many wills were made and survived after the mid-sixteenth century is
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known, but we have not found a good explanation.
Firstly, the infiltration of will-making customs to the lower levels of

society suggests that the practice became a necessity. L. Bonfield and L. R.
Poos discussed the estate transfers in the late Medieval period and empha-
sised the usefulness of manor court rolls. According to Bonfield and Poos,
to understand not only the normal surrenders in the manor courts, but also
the complicated reality of inter vivos, including maintenance retirement
contracts, the court rolls would provide important information.37 They also
used Essex wills in the period between the end of the fifteenth century and
the mid-sixteenth century. Although their １１３ cases were relatively small
and the choice of Essex could be on the grounds of not being typical, the
role of wills in the manor court is clarified.38 In the fourteenth century,
according to research on Hereford by M. Faraday, we know that at least oral
wills were frequently made.39 However, as Bonfield and Poos discussed,
wills（and testaments）exist in both a broader/informal and narrower/formal
sense.40

The apparent change in will content took the form of a disappearence of
bequests to the church. Instead in the latter half of the sixteenth century,
testators main concern shifted to the passing on of possessions to the family.
Originally such possessions were only chattels（money, animals, corn etc.）
and personal property or personalty.41 However, under the‘use’system,
bequests or surrenders of land had already been arranged in wills.‘Use’is
a kind of legal method that parents used to transfer the occupation rights of
the land to their children or heirs.42

However, wills expressed their own functions in inheritance practices.
Although wills were only part of the inheritance custom, which decided the
amount of land or property to be passed between generations, they had
their own functions in bridging monogeniture and partible inheritance. Such

３７ L. Bonfield and L. R. Poos,‘The Development of Deathbed Transfers in Medieval
English Manor Courts’, in Z. Razi and R. M. Smith, eds., Medieval Society and the Manor
Court , pp.１２３－６.

３８ Ibid ., pp.１２６－３４.
３９ M. Takahashi,‘The Number of Wills Proved in the Sixteenth and Seventeenth Centu-

ries’, pp.１９８－２００; M. A. Faraday,‘Mortality in the Diocese of Hereford１４４２－１５４１’.
４０ L. Bonfield and L. R. Poos,‘The Development of Deathbed Transfers in Medieval

English Manor Courts’, pp.１３７－４１.
４１ J. H. Baker, An Introduction to English Legal History, ２nd edn .（London, １st. edn.,

１９７１, ２nd., １９７９）, pp.１１１－２, ３２１－２.
４２ Ibid ., pp.２１０－９.
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a bridging function was an inherent part of the manor customs. Neverthe-
less, wills grew out of the inheritance customs and eventually, although not
completely, changed the nature of such customs. Originally there was a
distinction between inheritance practices which had not turned into customs
and were just written in wills, and inheritance customs which had been the
original base of wills but were gradually absorbed into the wills as docu-
ments and often therefore lost their original functions in real circumstances
in the rapidly changing rural areas of the sixteenth and seventeenth centu-
ries.

Not only the change of inheritance customs, but also the rising living
standards would have encouraged will-making. However, even when testa-
tors could not afford to make wills they often managed to leave wills for
religious reasons including the bequest of the soul. As their parents who
were relatively rich made wills, the next generation, who were rather poor
did so too. In particular, when England experienced the great movement of
population involving many younger sons in the sixteenth and early seven-
teenth century, it is likely that generations transferred this custom to other
regions. However, by the end of the seventeenth century the localisation of
migration became dominant and the spread minimised.43

By the eighteenth century, such interactions caused will-making cus-
toms to infiltrate even into the lower social status groups. Formalisation
could not be avoided and wills therefore had less effect on the inheritance
practices.

What does the declining tendency of will-making customs after the
eighteenth century suggest ? The simplest explanation could be that the
period between the late seventeenth century and the mid eighteenth century
saw a stagnant population growth and decreasing death rates. However, the
custom of will-making was also spreading downwards in society. But in the
mid seventeenth century, there seemed to be a degree of economic polarisa-
tion, and many poorer people were unable to make wills. Generally, in the
period of depression, the ratio of will-makers in the whole population
seemed to decline too.

The calculations of probate events by J. S. Moore, as referred to above,
shed some light on the likely numbers of intestates in the mid-sixteenth
century. The results indicate an almost competitive situation between wills
and administrations. However, the spread of will-making customs down-

４３ P. Slack, Plague, p.３１１.
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wards in terms of social status seemed to push up the ratios of wills in
probate events as a whole, yet this spread had tailed off by the end of the
seventeenth century. According to E. J. Carlson, for instance, in the Ely
diocese the ratio of intestate administration increased while will numbers
declined from the end of the seventeenth century to the eighteenth cen-
tury.44 Before the period however, generally the numbers of intestate
administrations did not surpass the numbers of wills in the dioceses includ-
ing Ely.45 At most they amounted to half, but usually a third.

As for the epidemics, Slack states that their influence declined after the
１６５０’s and１７２２was the last year where the epidemics（including Pest）still
had an impact.46 The １５５０’s influenza, not plague triggered the socially
downward infiltration of will-making, but the influence also declined after the
eighteenth century.

Perspectives : The North and London

In some places, including the ecclesiastical province of York, and Lon-
don, testamentary freedom was restricted by custom. According to‘The
Custom of the Province of York’and‘The Custom of the City of London’,
the testator was bound to leave one-third of his goods/chattels to his wife
and another third was to be divided equally among his children, taking into
account such provision as had already been made for them. These customs
seem to have remained influential even after their legal cessation.47 Partly
because of this, the compilation of will indexes in the North, that is the
indices of the Prerogative Court of York, has not progressed as much as in
Canterbury. I expect that discrepancy decreased after the eighteenth cen-
tury, but in the north as well as the west it was not until the end of the
sixteenth century that the number of surviving wills increased significantly.

Conclusion

This research used just one third of all surviving wills if we work on an
assumption of two million in total. However, the national trend after the six-

４４ E. J. Carlson,‘The Historical Value of the Ely Consistory probate Records’, xxxvii.
４５ Index Library, ４６（Salisbury）５６, ５９（Cornwall）, ５１（Leicester）.
４６ P. Slack, Plague, p.３１１.
４７ G. G. Alexander,‘The Custom of the Province of York’, Thoresby Society, ２８（１９２７）,

pp.４１９, ４２５－６.
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teenth century, was that wills consistently survived and gradually increased
in number. We have also confirmed the correlation between numbers of sur-
viving wills, probate events and deaths recorded in the parish registers.
Moreover in the longer perspective, the influenza period was the turning
point for will-making customs with a spread amongst the regions despite a
time lag. To use wills not only as documents but also as social and eco-
nomic indicators helps us understand the extent of their existence and
survival. This period provided the economic and social base for will-making
although, especially after the second half of the seventeenth century, condi-
tions were such that the poorer people were often unable to leave wills.
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Chapter ３ Survivorship of probate wills in
England

Introduction

How many probate wills have survived in England ? P. Spufford has
estimated a figure of ２．２５ million wills, one million inventories and fifty
thousand accounts which appeared in A. L. Erickson’s work Women and
Property.1 He made a rough estimate for the purpose of research and has
not published any work on this. Those three probate documents were
supposed to be bound together for preservation, but the difference between
them clearly suggests the difficulty of finding them as a set. It must also be
pointed out that the matter of the relationships between wills and administra-
tions for the non-testators is still open to question. Not only will-makers but
also non will-makers should be investigated. Here, I have the data on about
０．９ million wills, thirty thousand inventories and ０．１３ million administra-
tions from the Index Library of the British Record Society, and newly
acquired data from various relevant societies. The new data include about
０．５million wills proved at the seventeenth and eighteenth century Preroga-
tive Court of Canterbury and０．１２million at the Prerogative Court of York
as well as ０．１ million administrations. Therefore, the number of wills on
which this article is based is almost １．５ million, which represents almost
three quarters of P. Spufford’s estimate. I am going to examine these figures
from several view points.

Sources and data

I have already published some of the data in English and the research-
ers quote them in their work, as shown in the previous chapters. Further-
more, even the unpublished data has been used in the recent collected
essays by the members of the British Record Society and Local Population

１ P. Spufford,‘The Index Library : a Centenary History, １９８８’, in G. Martin and P.
Spufford, eds., The Records of the Nation , p.１１９; A. L. Erickson, Women and Property,
Prof. Spufford did it for a rough guide for the research and not necessarily did make an
official announcement.
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History Society to give a general overview.2 Moreover, in the record office I
have been asked about the possibility of the data being used as the database
for wider use.3

However, my research has covered published or digitalized Indices only
and it should be remembered that there are more unpublished indices in the
record offices and archives. The Prerogative Court of the Archbishop of
Canterbury was the superior probate court for the whole of England and
Wales. In theory this meant that only testators dying with property in more
than one probate jurisdiction in southern England had to have their wills
proved in this court. The Prerogative Court of York had a similar jurisdic-
tion in northern England, whilst executors dealing with property in both the
provinces of Canterbury and York had to go to the Canterbury court. In
practice large numbers of executors in southern England went to the
Prerogative Court even though they did not need to do so, and it thus came
to be the normal probate court for many of the most important people in the
country.

In addition to the data which I have already published, I have newly
acquired uncounted data from the second half of the seventeenth century
and the eighteenth century of the Prerogative Court of Canterbury as well as
the complete data for York（see the bibliography in Appendix１）.

For seventeenth century Canterbury, J. H. Morrison’s volume（１６６０s）
has been added. For the first half of the eighteenth century, the microfiche
version by Friends of the Public Record Office has been used. In fact these
volumes include administrations, and consequently it takes longer than
usual, because wills and administrations have to be counted separately. The
counting has been done now for２volumes out of２０. Therefore, the results
multiplied by １０ are used here. Although I am going to complete all the
whole volumes, the annual total of ０．１４ million would not be so different
from the estimate here. Moreover, A. G. Camp and the British Genealogy
Society have completed the index of the Prerogative Court of Canterbury for
the period １７５０－１８００, taking a quarter century to do this. The number of

２ M. Takahashi,‘The Number of Wills Proved in the Sixteenth and Seventeenth Centu-
ries. Graphs, with Tables and Commentary’; do.,‘The Number of Wills Proved in the
Sixteenth and Seventeenth Centuries England Revisited : English Family History and
Records’, The Keizai Gaku, Annual Report of the Economic Society, Tohoku University, １９６

（１９９４）; do., Village Inheritance in Early Modern England （Matsuyama, ２００３）; T. Arkell,
N. Evans and N. Goose, eds., When Death do us Part（Oxford, ２０００）, pp.３９－４４, ３５７－８.

３ I would like to thank Dr. P. C. Thaunders who has suggested the possibility of the
database and informed conditions of the Huntingdonshire data.
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copies is limited and indeed difficult to acquire in Japan. In England I found
that this consists of６volumes and the total number of components is some
２３０，０００. The data on the basis of a great deal of time and labour are set out
in Appendix table and Graph３．１.

As for the index for the wills in the Prerogative Court of York, The
Yorkshire Archaeological and Topographical Association has started the
publication at the end of the nineteenth century. Nevertheless, the editorial
policy changed sometimes, and the counting is not easy. In particular, the
mixture of wills and administrations in the earlier volumes makes the count-
ing harder. The Appendix indicates the characteristics of each volume（Ap-
pendix １）. These difficulties with the York indices seems to be connected
with the unreliability as the sources according to some researchers. We
need to gain data that is more credible and easier to handle such as data in
CD-ROM format or on the web, we can however use this data as general
guidance（Graph ３．２）.4 In particular for macro level investigation such as
the survivorship or occupational distributions, the data currently in our
hands will have to suffice for the time being.

４ The Bothwick Institute of York have had a project of making CD-ROM for the probate
records reserved there, once. It has been suspended for a while. They might restart the
project on the web, but it is quite likely to take time.

Graph３．１ Wills Proved in the Prerogative Court of Canterbury : １３８３－１８００
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Prerogative Courts of Canterbury and York

*Annual totals probate documents in PCY and PCC（Graph３．３）.
The annual totals in the PCY surpasses those in the PCC until １６００,

except the period from the end of the fifteenth century to the beginning of
the sixteenth century. The numbers of PCC increase after the great influ-
enza period of the late１５５０s, but PCY’s figures are still higher. In particu-
lar the‘Influenza’seems to have been more serious in the northern area,
as the figures of１５５７are almost double those of the PCC first peak（２２００:
１１００）. However, after the influenza period, the PCC became more domi-
nant and increases steeply in comparison with the provincial or local courts.5

When the PCC began to surpass the PCY in the１６００s, it might be assumed
that the PCY was becoming more localised, despite the fact that it was still
an important centre for the North. In the Interregnum period, all English
wills should have been proved in Canterbury, and the period witnesses an
extremely steep rise.

５ See, Chapter１.

Graph３．２ Wills Proved in the Prerogative Court of York : １３８９－１６８０
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Survivorship of the wills

At first we need to distinguish two Prerogative Courts from other local
courts, as they are central courts and cover wider range of geographical
areas. In the Prerogative Court of Canterbury almost０．６５million wills were
proved in the period between１３８３and１８００. In York, the number is about
０．１６million. Adding up both, the figure is０．８million and occupies almost
half of all １．５ millions wills which are counted here. However, The graph
indicates the gradual rise, but the second half of the eighteenth century
shows rather generational cycle, rather than the steep rise which is ex-
pected from the population trend in this period（Graph ３．４）. In addition,
almost synchlonised patterns of the courts overall is intriguing as they are,
and this suggests the more generalisation of the custom of making of wills
proceeded throughout the nation over the period of this study.

How does this relate to the wills that were actually drawn up ? It must
also be pointed out that the matter of the relationships between wills and
administrations for the non-testators is still open to question. Not only will-
makers but also non will-makers should be investigated. Here, I have the
data on ０．１３ million administrations from the Index Library of the British
Record Society, and newly acquired data from various relevant societies.

Graph３．３ Wills Proved in the Prerogative Courts of Canterbury and York

63



In theory, the history of intestates complements the history of wills,
and therefore it is within the scope of this study. So I have uncovered the
numbers of administrations for the intestates. First we must address the
issue of what the total number of１３２，４９４ indicates ? However, Graph ３．５
shows a concentration in the１６５０s, the Interregnum period. The outstand-
ing significance of the period is underlined by a sharp decline in the number
of inventories and illuminates the unproportional relationship between the
administrations for the intestates and the inventories. Nevertheless such a
finding requires further investigation, for the data is scattered across the
coutry in local record offices.

Graph３．４ Annual Wills Totals in England : １３８３－１８００
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Geographical distribution patterns

The unsystematic allocation of each locality to a diocese is one of the
main problems in the Indicisation of probate records. According to J.
Gibson, Archdeaconry is normally the lowest of ecclesiastical courts with
testamentary jurisdiction. In larger dioceses there might be several, often co
-terminous with counties, whereas only one could cover the whole part of a
smaller diocese. To explain the complicated system of the testamentary
courts we need a guide book.

Metropolitan : PCC, London, Essex, Surrey (Suffolk)

The steady upward trend is particularly apparent between the mid
sixteenth and seventeenth century（Graph ３．６）. This is comparable to the
Midlands local patterns. Despite the lack of information on the １６３０s and
１６４０s the sudden rise, mainly because of the Interregnum registration sys-
tem is astonishing. In the １６５０s, the average numbers of wills proved in
PCCs was annually six or seven thousand, once yielding more than ten
thousand. This concentration of wills proved to PCC illustrates the stability
of probate administration under the rule of the Cromwellian Government.

Graph３．５ Annual Administrations Totals
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London consists of two Courts, or more specifically the Commissary
Court of London and London Archdeaconry Court. The compilation of the
London data has not been completed yet. At this moment, we know at least
two volumes are awaiting publication. Nevertheless, the data available so far
shows rising trends in line with the PCC data. As P. Slack and others have
shown, London did not record high numbers of wills in the late１５５０s. How-
ever １６０４ was a high year. Other metropolitan courts such as Chelmsford

（Essex）follow the same pattern.
Essex, being located adjacent to London was therefore relatively urban-

ized and progressive. There seem to be a sequence of influential studies of
Essex communities including Earls Colne（A. Macfarlane, The Family Life of
Ralph Josselin）, Havering（M. K. McIntosh, Autonomy and Comunity and A
Community Transformed）6 and L. Poos’s study and accumulation of analysis
of wills by F. Emmison.7 However, we have to await comparison with other
counties in order to judge how appropriately Essex represents England. The

６ A. Macfarlane, The Family Life of Ralph Josselin .（Cambridge, １９７０）; M. K. McIntosh,
Autonomy and comunity : the royal manor of Havering１２００－１５００（Cambridge，１９８６）and A
Community Transformed（Cambridge, １９９１）

７ L. Poos ; F. G. Emmison, Elizabethan Life : Home, Work and Land （Chelmthford,
１９７６）; Elizabethan Life : Morals and Church Courts（Chelmthford, １９７３）, also Wills at
Chelmsford, Vol. I, II and III, Index Library, ７８, ７９and８４.

Graph３．６ Comoparison of the surviving wills : Essex(Chelmsford), London and PCC
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results of Essex in Chelmsford（including all Essex wills and wills from
almost one third of Hertfordshire）are particularly valuable in enabling us to
check whether Essex is representative of the English nation.

East Anglia : Ely (Cambridge), Suffolk, Sudbury, Norwich.
Midlands
East Midlands : Leicester, Huntingdon, Bedford. （Northampton & Rut-
land）, Lincoln
West Midlands : Oxford, Berk, Worcester, Gloucester.（Lichfield）.

These regional data are generally not so remarkable, probably following
the local death rate patterns. The data shows high numbers in the influenza
period and a gradual gentle upward slope in the late sixteenth century and
the first half of the seventeenth century. During and after the Interregnum
the numbers are consistently low. However, the Rutland & Northampton
data is not typical and in fact it is hard to find a pattern at all. The area,
being located between Lichfield and Lincoln, was open to several influences.

Suffolk consists of two set of data, Suffolk and Sudbury. The former
follows the Essex pattern. In fact, comparing Essex, Suffolk and Ely in
order we see a clear linear pattern according to the distance from the

‘metro’（Graph ３．７）. On the other hand, Sudbury, covering the western
part of Suffolk attached to Cambridge, shows a more stable pattern similar
to Ely.

Although Chichester（West Sussex）is not part of the Midlands, the
pattern is very similar. The distance from London seems to have weakened
the influence. This is clear on comparison with Lewes, which is located in
the Eastern part of the county nearer to London（Graph３．８）.

The Norwich data has obvious limitations. The Index Library volume
stops at１６０３. The data shows that this area has an considerable number of
surviving wills from the early part of the fourteenth century. However, if the
will-making pattern of this area is related to the economic and industrial
prosperity, in the sixteenth century the area could have experienced an
economic decline alongside that in will-making. In comparison with Suffolk
following the new metropolitan trend, the contrasting pattern is quite obvi-
ous.

Ely, or more specifically the Cambridge data, is in this national view,
not typical at all. As E. Carlson points out the quality of Ely wills could still
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be exceptional, although the distribution pattern may not be. In comparison
with Essex and Oxford, and the West Midlands, this is confirmed. Both
university counties show an almost identical pattern. Considering the nature
of will-making, although the influence from the university is easily assumed

Graph３．７ Comoparison of the surviving wills : Suffolk, Essex(Chelmsford), Cambridge(Ely)

Graph３．８ Comparison of the surviving wills in the eastern and western Sussex dioceses :
Chichester(western Sussex), Lewes(eastern Sussex)
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to be great, it is not reflected in the quantity.

Distant large diocese : Lincoln and Lichfield（Graph３．９）.

These could be included with west and east Midlands respectively.
However, each diocese covers a relatively large area sometimes dispersed.
In Lichfield, geographically speaking, almost all of Derbyshire and Stafford-
shire as well as parts of Warwickshire and Shropshire are included. The
diocese of Lichfield is located between Leicestershire and Wocestershire so
that it is convenient to compare with the previous data. As a result, the
numbers of wills remainng are also high. In particular, in the‘Influenza’
period, these results surpassed even the PCC results. Both Lincoln and
Lichfield recorded almost the same numbers as the Prerogative Court of
Canterbury in１５５７and１５５８.

South-West : Somerset (Taunton), Dorset, Salisbury (Wiltshire),
Devon, Cornwall, Brisol

This area’s data becomes constant and non-fluctuating only after the
mid-sixteenth century. This could be similar to the Northern pattern. Both
were rather pastoral areas in this period. The rather formal and solid partial

Graph３．９ Comparison of the surviving wills in both Lichfield and Lincoln Dioceses
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inheritance custom could have influenceed the delay of the necessity of will-
making to distribute the possessions. Moreover the stronger community ties
did not necessitate such individual family maintenance. Nevertheless, the
start of increasing numbers of the surviving wills indicates the accumulation
of the fundamentals of industrialisation. Also, the steadily upward pattern of
Bristol was more apparent in the seventeenth century than the eighteenth,
as the centre of the west the city progressed.

Difficulties for London

The indices of London wills have not been completed yet. The Preroga-
tive Court of Canterbury covered almost fifty jurisdiction areas, and the
Commissary Court of London was huge and the biggest institution. The
large size of the population, the rapid growth of the city itself involving
frequent migration, and the complicated distribution of social statuses and
properties seem to be the main reasons for the delay in completion.

The difficulty is easily noticed even browsing through the complicated
and varied keys in the first part of the volumes. And it must be pointed out,
only from the second volume of the Commissary Court of London, the key

‘O. W.（Original Will）’ appears. According to the introduction, all wills
proved are recorded. Therefore, P. Slack counted and made a graph for this
court, including the numbers of‘admon’.

For confirmation, I have counted the numbers of ‘O. W.（Original
Will）’in the Commissary Court of London and the Archdeaconry Court of
London. The result shows that up to the mid-sixteenth century, the fluctua-
tion is quite significant, but then up until the end of the Seventeenth century

‘O. W.’s maintain almost half of the totals（Graph３．１０and３．１１）. However,
the Archdeaconry Court of London, whose size and area was smaller, shows
rather smaller percentages generally. The others are, in theory, the admin-
istrative copies, not original wills.

Why did only or as much as half of the original wills remain for more
than one century ? This phenomenon requires an explanation, but I have
not been able to find one. There could have been various reasons ; execu-
tors were allowed to go home with original wills, but some did not ; record
keeping in the period relied on occasions and basically they abolished the
documents after certain periods ; insects or rats ate the documents and fires
or theft were often unavoidable. But the fact that after the mid-sixteenth
century both London courts kept original wills continuously suggests that

70 Survivorship of probate wills in England



conditions were basically good enough to ensure that documents survived.

Graph３．１０ The surviving wills and original wills in Commissary Court of London

Graph３．１１ The surviving wills and original wills in Archdeaconry of London
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Conclusion

In the Prerogative Court of Canterbury almost ０．６５ million wills were
proved in the period between１３８３and１８００. In York, the number is about
０．１６million. Adding up both, the figure is０．８million and occupies almost
４０％ of all wills which are reckoned to have survived. Furthermore, sum-
ming up all the data on the wills counted so far, the total number is about
１．５million. The graph indicates a gradual rise, but the second half of the
eighteenth century shows a sort of generational cycle, rather than the steep
rise which would be expected from the population trend in this period. In
addition, the almost synchronised patterns of the courts overall is intriguing
and this suggests the the custom of making of wills became increasingly
widespread and common all over the country during the period of this study.
This issue will be discussed in more detail in the following chapters.
However, as the general picture we have from this data seems to be not so
far from what was likely to be the reality.
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Chapter４ Status and occupations in wills

Introduction

I have been more particularly concerned with the status and occupations
declared in such probate documents. So I have tabulated the annual data on
the basis of the status or occupations. Currently, Dr. Leigh Shaw-Taylor,
Prof. E. A. Wrigley and some Cambridge Group for the History of Population
and Social Structure（CAMPOP）researchers have been engaged in a project
to investigate the occupational structure of England in the eighteenth and
nineteenth centuries1 They are going to trace back earlier and use probate
wills as the main sources, as the early modern period does not have a
national census to help investigate the distribution of occupations. The data
shown below would provide some fundamental information to aid this
ongoing research.

Setting up for the analysis

The mechanisms of the internal links between both central institution-
Prerogative Court of Canterbury and provincial courts has been unclear, in
light of the fact that more and more people lower down the social scale were
making wills. This is partly due to the fact that records of the distribution of
status and occupation data are not complete, and made them in practice
impossible to compare with provincial data2 This article will provide new data

１ L. Shaw-Taylor, An E. S. R. C. Funded Research Project, The Occupational Structure of
England１３８１－１８５０.

２ Using the data of wills in１１０parishes of Hertfordshire, P. Glennie discusses the distri-
bution of trades and occupations. P. Glennie Distinguishing Men’s Trades : Occupational
Sources and Debates for Pre-census England , Historical Geography Research Series, ２５,
１９９０, pp.３２－９. In comparison with J. Patten’s cross-sectional research of particular trades,
Glennie comments that probate records are more suitable to have the general view of the
specialisation of the occupations than to have the precise assessment of regions or times.
His comment is reasonable, but it should be reminded that his reserach field is
Hertfordshire which is adjacent to the metropolitan area as Essex. cf. J. Patten,‘Changing
Occupational Structures in the East Anglian Countryside, １５５０－１７００’, in H. S. A. Fox and
R. A. Butlin, eds., Change in the Countryside : １５００－１９００, Institute of British Geographers
Special Publication, ９（１９７９）.
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to help us with this question.
The Index Library Canterbury volumes up to volume III, which were

compiled more than one century ago, do not have an index for the occupa-
tions or status.3 This must cause them to be ignored, despite the references
to them in the text of the volumes. So the systematic counting of the
distributions has not taken place. The index for the occupation is an
appendix to volume IV（１５８４－１６０４）,4 and the author has already suggested
the likelihood of more lower status individuals starting to make wills in the
late sixteenth century, by counting the numbers of pages of different occu-
pational groups.5 However, these are mere totals which have not been
broken down into annual figures. This article has counted the annual totals
by status and occupation, manually, or more specifically, by looking closely
at the document personally. In the later period, more testators declared
their status and occupation, and more individuals made wills.

The Distributions of the status and occupations in the wills proved in
the Prerogative Court of Canterbury（Appendix Table２－１）

The Index Library volumes I and II cover the period between１３８３and
１５５８. As mentioned above, the index for the status or occupation is not
attached, but on average about ２０ per cent of wills declared the status.
Incidentally, bachelor, burgess, alderman are omitted from the counting.
Moreover, in the cases of multiple status or occupation, I counted the first
one. As a matter of course, the‘average’was about ２０ per cent, tracing
back to the earlier period when the numbers fluctuate more : this follows
the movements of annual number totals. However, the types of status de-
clared in wills are quite limited in this period : firstly, religious ones and
those concerned with including clerks, secondly, aristocrats, nobles, gentry
or gentlemen, esquires, and finally women（mainly widows）.

Although I did not make the table, the period between １３８３ and １４００
yields９８cases. The first category was dominant. It is notable there were４９
clerks, half of the total. In each of the other ３ categories only one case

３ Index Library, １０, Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. I １３８３－１５５８(A-J) ; １１,
Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. II １３８３－１５５８(K-Z) ; １８, Prerogative Court of
Canterbury Wills, Vol. III １５５８－１５８３.

４ Index Library, ２５, Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. IV １５８４－１６０４.
５‘The Number of Wills Proved in the Sixteenth and Seventeenth Centuries. Graphs,

with Tables and Commentary’, pp.２０７－８.
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could be found.
The fifteenth century wills of the Prerogative Court of Canterbury total

６，４２４, and there are １，４８６ in which the status was declared. A quarter
declared their status. In １４９８, yeoman appeared in the wills for the first
time.

However, in the third volume of Index Library we see an increase in the
descriptions of status or occupations each year（Table４．１）. In１５５８, on top
of those three（merchant, grocer, draper）another eight（mercer, merchan
tailor, carpenter, fishmonger, baker, chandler, tanner, haberdasher, sailor/
mariner）appear for the first time. They were likely to be basically prosper-
ous. As a matter of course, the motive was still mainly the piety in many
cases. I would add that the most numerous occupation given was‘sailor’, of
which there are２０cases. In the following year another thirteen appear and
fisherman is one of them. In particular, the striking number of １６ sailors
and fishermen in１５６１suggests the making of wills was important for them
because of the frequency of accidents at sea or on rivers. This seems to be
connected with the fact that making wills was often done to ensure that the
family was looked after the testator’s death.

The newly appeared status or occupations tended to be prosperous.
They include surgeon, saddler, woodmonger, bower, butcher, leatherseller,
and goldsmith. Above all the presence of clothmaker/worker/clothier is
noteworthy. After this year, the new descriptions of occupation gradually
increase, and the number of sorts is ５９ by １５８３. The occupations mainly
consisted of three : merchants, craftsmen and the others. As the textile
industry was the major factor in creating the new divisions in the period,
occupations were becoming more specialised. In addition to this, the devel-
opment of wholesale system was in progress, the ruling and being ruled
relationships between them were more likely to occur. After the first appear-
ance of baker in１５５８, firstly whitebaker who were supposed to serve rela-
tively more prosperous customers appears, and secondly brownbaker who
were supposed to be for relatively less prosperous customers comes after an
interval of some years. The１５７０’s and the１５８０’s witnessed a tendency for
people to be increasingly specific about what their occupation was.

The top１０represent almost７０per cent of all non-agricultural occupa-
tions. Of the ten occupations, the top ７（merchant-tailor, grocer, clothier,
draper, mercer and fishmonger）are merchants.
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How did this vary geographically and over time ?

A. Comparison of local courts
Declaration of status appeared even in fourteenth and fifteenth century

wills. They are mostly aristocrats or those of high social status or those
involved with the church. Widows were quite common, too. From an exami-
nation of the sixteenth century wills, it can be seen that the proportions of
declared wills steadily increased from about２０％ to more than７０％ during
the course of one century. This reveals that the declaration of social status
or occupation became a part of the will-making customs. Also it shows the
divergence between the social status and the occupation, as well as the
increase in the variety of occupations.

For the current research, the first step was a listing of the volumes
which contain information on social status and occupation. This Index Library
series itself has a history of more than one century, and the editorship has
sometimes changed. The earlier volumes generally indicate only dates,
names and localities. As a whole, the volumes for the Western or South-
western dioceses are less informative. Those of the Midlands, Metropolitan
and East Anglia are comparatively more informative. To count the wills, the
scanning machine and the reading computer software（Mac Reader）were
used initially, but the more complicated works required more dependence
on my own eyesight and on handling each document individually. Inevitably,
this work was more time-consuming. As a result, I have counted the vol-
umes for the four dioceses which it is reasonably easy to count : Ely（Cam-
bridge）, Huntingdonshire, Worcester and Chelmsford（Essex）（Graphs ４．１
－４）.6

Firstly, the number of cases in which testators declared their status or
occupations reveal the striking convergence of the figures for Ely, Hinting-
donshire and Worcestershire. If women（widows and spinsters）are in-
cluded, only about ２０％ of all testators declared their social status or
occupation at the beginning of the Sixteenth century, but more than７０％ of
the total did at the end of the century.

As for the numbers of wills, the influenza period in the late１５５０’s was

６ Index Library, ３１. Worcester Wills, Vol. I１４５１－１６００; ３９. Worcester Wills Vol. II１６０１
－１６５２; ４２. Huntingdonshire Wills １４７９－１６５２; ７９. Wills at Chelmsford, Vol. II １６２０－
１７２０; １０３. Consistory Court of Ely Probate Records, １４４９－１８５８, Vol. I ; １０６. Consistory
Court of Ely Probate Records, １４４９－１８５８, Vol. II ; １０７. Consistory Court of Ely Probate
Records, １４４９－１８５８, Vol. III.
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Graph４．１ Ely wills giving status or occupation(excluding women)

Graph４．２ Chelmsford wills giving status or occupation(excluding women)

78 Status and occupations in wills



Graph４．３ Huntingdonshire wills giving status or occupation(excluding women)

Graph４．４ Worcestershire wills giving status or occupation(excluding women)
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the watershed. For the proportion of testators making declarations of social
status or occupation, however, the increase occurred even before the influ-
enza period ; and did not suddenly increase when the epidemic was at its
height ; after the period the number of declarations still steadily increased.
Thus, the trend seems to correlate to a longer and more fundamental
movement such as the development of a division of labour and the clarifica-
tion of social status. Conversely, the lower the social status the will-making
customs spread to, the more various the occupations that could be declared.
According to the Essex（Chelmsford）data, the declaration was made by７０
－８０％ of all testators in the１６２０’s. The graph levels off after the１６２０s for
at least one century. The types of occupations were still more various than
in the other three dioceses.

Ely（Cambridge）and Huntingdonshire are adjacent to each other geo-
graphically and show similar trends in the proportion of declarations, includ-
ing a fluctuation in the １５８０’s. I have not found an explanation for what
happened in these fen-edged counties. Another mystery is why Worcester
stopped the declaration of the occupations after the １６２０’s. This could be
connected with the drastic change in the administrative procedures.

In the Civil War period, the numbers of wills themselves declined dras-
tically. However, why did the declarations of social status and occupation
decline ? Perhaps in this period those who left wills were more likely to do
so for more religious reasons beyond the social or economic concerns that
traditionally motivated people.

Although the majority of will-making inidividuals in the population as a
whole were of course rather prosperous, the Sixteenth and the first half of
the Seventeenth century saw the emergence of more testators from poorer
backgrounds. The quantative increase is already well-known. The current
research has put the spotlight shed light on the attitudes towards and ideas
about status and occupation : the increase in yeomen, husbandmen and la-
bourers in proportions large enough to confirm the socially downward
tendency of will-making customs. Probably Ely wills had some atypical fea-
tures, for no fewer than２０％ of the totals were made by labourers（includ-
ing non-declared wills）.7 In spite of the spread of will-making to the lower

７ E. J. Carlson,‘The Historical Value of the Ely Consistory Probate Records’, E.
Leedham-Green, ed., Consistory Court of Ely Probate Records.１４４９－１８５８ Part I, Index
Library, １０３（London : British Record Society, １９９４）; N. Evans,‘The Occupations and
Status of Male Testators in Cambridgeshire, １５５１－１８００’, in T. Arkell, et. al. eds., When
Death do us Part .
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levels of society, social differences in both attitude and practice, remained
evident. It could be argued that different will-making customs, demonstrated
most clearly in the matter of whether status or occupation should be given
or not, helped accentuate the gulf between different levels of society. K.
Wrightson argues that in the late Seventeenth century, yeomen and hus-
bandmen as descriptions of the social status faded away.8 It is true that the
numbers of husbandmen gradually decrease following the decrease in the
absolute numbers of all surviving wills : after reaching a peak in the first
part of the Seventeenth century. The numbers of yeomen, however, consti-
tute at least a quarter of all declared, even in eighteenth century Essex
where Wrightson himself has done some research in Terling.9 Yet some
yeomen in the period could have been in reality husbandmen in the previous
period. So, there could have been a divergence between the current reality
and the traditional ideas, in proportion to the change in the production area.

The total number of wills survived in the Prerogative Court of Canter-
bury and York counted here is almost ０．８５ million. They are the highest
probate courts for England, and were used in particular by testators with
estates in the plural counties. The testators for both courts are therefore
assumed to be relatively prosperous, in comparison with the local courts.
However, testators were not necessarily rich to be proved at both the courts.
The motive for leaving a will was often likely to be beyond the testators’
economic and social status. In fact, quite a substantial number of labourers
and individuals with relatively‘humble’jobs left wills. In addition, until the
seventeenth century, the proportion of testators whose status is not declared
is higher than declared ones, and would include women. The numbers of
women who did not leave their status in the wills are still open to question,
but we can by and large make assumptions from the data as follows.10

This section examines the distribution patterns for the status and occu-
pation of the testators in the dioceses and archdeaconry courts with a par-

８ K. Wrightson,‘The Social Order of Early Modern England : Three Approaches’, K.
Wrightson, R. M. Smith and L. Bonfield, eds., The World We Have Gained（Oxford, １９８６）,
p.１８９.

９ K. Wrightson and D. Levine, Poverty and Piety.
１０ The women’s probate records involve another important and difficult matter which has

been much discussed over a period of many years : by-employment. M. Overton and his
inventories team have written a chapter on the by-employment and women’s work and

‘unproductive’households in their recent volume（M. Overton, J. Whittle, D., Dean and
A. Hann, Production and Consumption in English Households, １６００－１７５０, chapter４）.
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ticular focus on women. Using the seven data sets（PCC, PCY, Chelmsford,
Ely, Cheshire, Hampshire, Worcestershire ; Appendix Table ２－１～７）, the
period decided on was the two hundred years between１５２０and１７２０which
was the time when wills consistently survived. The number of those declar-
ing status or occupation is around ３０ or ４０％ in the second half of the
sixteenth century and in the seventeenth century reached ６０－８０％（Graph
４．５）. Usually, women are counted as‘declared’, but women themselves
make up around１０％ of the total in the second half of the sixteenth century
and gradually increase to around２０％（Graph４．６）. This is a common pat-
tern in all the data sets. Therefore, the estimate by A. Erickson is confirmed
here. Nevertheless, it would be assumed that at the time when women were
most likely to describe their status as widow, spinster or wife, men were
also much more inclined to give their status rather than occupation. Up to
the seventeenth century, it is hard to find any women testators in the wills
whose occupation is quite common, such as carpenter and cooper and it is
indeed unlikely that female testators specified an occupation. It is more
likely that some women are still in the category of‘status or occupation
unknown’. So, I would like to postulate that when most men gave their
status rather than occupation, women would had exactly the same tendency.

In order to examine the assumption above, I made the comparison be-
tween yeomen and‘the others’which are a mixture of various occupations.
For‘Husbandman’all seven data sets show a decline in the number of
cases where men described themselves as‘husbandman’in the seventeenth
century（Graph ４．７）. Although there are few points to discuss, but if
pressed, I would say that in Ely and Hampshire the number of husbandmen
seems relatively high as a proportion of the total. As for women, however,
Essex shows the most significant increase. Essex also indicates a remark-
able rise for yeomen（Graph４．８）. This is the opposite of what was happen-
ing in PCY, Ely and Hampshire. In contrast, in Essex, the number of
testators whose occupation falls into the category‘the others’declines
dramatically in the late seventeenth century, while they increase steeply in
York and Hampshire as well as Ely（Graph４．９）. It could easily be associ-
ated with the divisions of labour. If so, it can be assumed that the increas-
ing numbers of yeomen in Essex are in fact a manifestation of the fact that
more individuals are using the word‘farmer’to describe their occupation
rather than as merely a description of status. The increase of women in that
category is sustained by the increase in the number of spouses or daughters
of the farmers who adopted the conventional status to describe their social
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positions. Essex is known to be the metropolitan suburb county where large
farms developed earlier. In the late seventeenth century, Essex faced a
wider gap between the‘middling sort’will-making social groups and the
poorer non will-making social groups. The study of Terling helps to describe
the process.11 Nevertheless, the patterns in Essex described above would
suggest that this county is somewhat unrepresentative at least for the period.
Therefore, on the basis of the data on wills, the transition from a situation
in which status was recorded in wills to one in which occupation was more
commonly cited seemed to be accompanied by the development of the
division of labour. Women’s wills should be investigated from this viewpoint.

Occupations

As for the precise analysis of the occupations, we are waiting for the
results of Occupation Project at Cambridge Group（CAMPOP : L. Shaw-
Taylor, An E. S. R. C. Funded Research Project, The Occupational Structure
of England１３８９－１８５０）. Before seeing the results, here we are looking at a
transitional period when women slowly began to state their occupation rather
than only their status when they drew up wills,

The proportions and numbers of status or occupations declared in PCC
and PCY probate documents are shown in Graph４．１０and４．１１respectively.

The numbers of status or occupations in York wills are fairly constant at
around４０.12 In the period between the end of the fifteenth century and the
early sixteenth century, the numbers show a slight decline. This is attrib-
uted to the decreasing numbers of wills. However, the decline is smaller
than the proportion. The line for the PCC on the graph barely increases at
all. It is as if a declaration of occupation seemed to be frowned upon at that
time. The PCC Index for the early ３ volumes do not have an index of
occupations, and volume４is the first to have the index of occupations.13 By
counting individual wills, I have found the proportions and numbers, but at
least the editors of the earlier volumes did not need to set up the specialised
index for the occupations. I realise that we can not draw a definite conclu-

１１ K. Wrightson and D. Levine, Poverty and Piety.
１２ M. Takahashi, Village Inheritance in Early Modern Period , Chapter２, Postscript２.
１３ According to Professor Margaret Spufford, when Dr. Christopher Marsh wrote his Ph.

D thesis on Family of Love, he could not find any status or occupation in the PCC wills
except yeomen in this period ; C. Marsh, Family of Love in the Sixteenth Century（Cam-
bridge, １９９４）.
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sion about when‘occupation’appeared besides or instead of status. This
seems to be directly connected with the discussion by E. A. Wrigley of the
mutual relationship between economic development and the variety of occu-
pations.14 The ３rd volume of the PCC Index which does not have its own
occupation index, indicates the gradual rise in the numbers of occupations
between １５５９－１５８９ up to ６０, and the ４th volume shows an even steeper
rise. Although the ４th volume has its own occupational index, it is not
arranged annually. Therefore the figure shown here seems to appear for the
first time. Besides, the York whose trends have not been analysed either,
shows a gradual increase, not so steep but a constant increase from around
６０in the mid-sixteenth century to more than１００at the turn of the century.
The figures reach a peak at１２０－１３０, but after becoming the‘local centre’,
the number remains around １５０, while the figures for the Canterbury,‘the
national centre’reach more than３００in the second half of the seventeenth
century.

The numbers of administrations occupations are low throughout the
period of the research and do not exceed３０.

１４ E. A. Wrigley, Progress, Poverty and Population（Cambridge, ２００４）.
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Graph４．５A The proportions of wills giving status or occupations : PCC, PCY, Ely and Chelmsford

Graph４．５B The proportions of wills giving status or occupations : Cheshire, Hampshire and Worcestershire
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Graph４．６A Women’s wills in total : PCC, PCY, Ely and Chelmsford

Graph４．６B Women’s wills in total : Cheshire, Hampshire and Worcestershire
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Graph４．７A ‘Husbandman’ in wills giving status and occupations : PCC, PCY, Ely and Chelmsford

Graph４．７B ‘Husbandman’ in wills giving status and occupations : Cheshire, Hampshire and Worcestershire
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Graph４．８A ‘Yeoman’ in wills giving status and occupations : PCC, PCY, Ely and Chelmsford

Graph４．８B ‘Yeoman’ in wills giving status and occupations : Cheshire, Hampshire and Worcestershire
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Graph４．９A ‘The others’ in wills giving status and occupations : PCC, PCY, Ely and Chelmsford

Graph４．９B ‘The others’ in wills giving status and occupations : Cheshire, Hampshire and Worcestershire
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Graph４．１０ The proportions of wills giving status or occupations : PCC and PCY +administrations

Graph４．１１ The numbers of status or occupations declared in PCC and PCY probate documents
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Conclusion

The aims of this chapter are to find the numbers of testators who
described their status or occupations, and the geographical and chronologi-
cal distribution patterns. Here the data are from the two Prerogative Courts
and５local courts to represent each district.

There is an increasing tendency for sixteenth century and seventeenth
century wills to have a declaration of the status of the testator, with the
number increasing from about２０％ to７０％. This implies the declaration of
social status or occupation became a part of the will-making customs and
that the divergence between the social status and the occupation, as well as
the increase in the variety of occupations became more evident during this
period. Secondly, an examination of the number of cases in which testators
declared their status or occupations reveal the striking convergence of the
figures for Ely, Huntingdonshire and Worcestershire. The lower the social
status the will-making customs spread to, the more various the occupations
that could be declared. According to the Essex data, the declaration was
made by７０－８０％ of all testators in the１６２０’s.

If we consider the number of gentlemen, the Prerogative Court of
Canterbury has consistently higher percentages than all the others. How-
ever, social status is given rather than occupation by testators working in
the agriculture sector, and so descriptions such as yeoman or husbandman
are the most common throughout the period. In particular the proportion of
husbandmen is high from the early sixteenth century onwards. The figures
for the Prerogative Court of York could be somewhere between those for
Essex and Ely. In the local courts, the more varied the occupations were,
the more yeomen there tended to be. As economic development accelerated,
the more likely it was that the word or term‘yeoman’would be given as an
occupation rather than as a status. Therefore the word‘husbandman’, used
so often in the past, gradually became less commonly used as a way of
describing status in the late seventeenth century at the latest. Even in the
case of labourers who were as numerous as gentlemen, York was more like
Ely in the sixteenth century but became more similar to Chelmsford in the
seventeenth century when the more metropolitan or urban areas expanded
and influenced the neighbouring countryside. This is confirmed by using the
numbers of occupations which appeared in the both Prerogative Courts, to
give some clues as to the developments of the divisions of labour through
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the rapid subdivisions of the occupations. The numbers of terms used to
describe status or occupation in wills made in the York court are fairly
constant at around４０throughout the fifteenth and early sixteenth centuries,
while Canterbury shows less variety in the number of occupations listed.
As for the newly gained data, they indicate that in the second half of the
sixteenth century Canterbury can boast of up to ６０ different occupations,
and afterwards there is an even steeper rise to establish itself as‘the
national centre’with a good３００recorded in the second half of the seven-
teenth century. On the other hand, in York whose trends have not been
analysed either, there is a relatively gradual increase from around６０in the
mid-sixteenth century when it became the‘local centre’, to around １５０
which is where it remains for the second half of the seventeenth century.
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Chapter５ Proportions of wills left by women

Introduction

In general, it is a common knowledge that women did not leave so
many wills as men did in the past. For women’s properties and possessions
were generally under the control of the head of the family or household who
was usually a man, if we assume that the purpose of wills was to make clear
how the property was to be dealt with after the death of the testator.
However, the motive for making wills was initially the‘bequest of the soul’
and went beyond mere considerations as to the size and value of the
property. On the other hand, early modern wills often refer to the care of
minors and weak relatives or dependents after the death of the testators.
Women’s wills also refer to such care, but often referring to the wider
community beyond the family. The reason for this was that women testators
were for the most part widows, spinsters and wives and the contents of the
wills reflect such positions. The absolute numbers of women’s wills were
smaller, and the analysis we attempted has had an initial difficulty in
ensuring a valid sample. Moreover, there are several technical points that
need to be addressed. Firstly, the counting so far has ignored the names of
the testators and it has been unclear in some cases what the exact status or
occupation of some of the women was. Secondly, the annual data for the
individual occupations such as carpenter, miller, cooper and goldsmith are
almost all available, but some women could be included. This could be
connected with the large number of spinsters, because spinsters could be
men if we assume that spinster is an occupation, not a marital status of a
woman. However, on the basis of the results of some extensive research,
there seem to be relatively small numbers of such cases. This could be
connected with the declaration of women’s status and at the same time could
be connected with the gradual social changes taking place which affected
how people described their status or occupation.

Survey

This section is a brief survey of the studies of the economic and social
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activities of women in the late medieval and early modern periods, with
particular reference to wills and inheritance.

Recently new evidence or advances in the way existing evidence is
analysed has shed light on the regional differences between the social and
economic activities of women in the north and south of the country. In
general the involvement of women in public documents has been found to
be one fifith or at most a quarter of the total, due to the historical gender
gap or their legal and social subordination in that period. Women women
were confined to their‘households’and were further bound by the customs
governing a wide range of activities including inheritance. Such customs
degenerated in a relatively short period and influenced the characteristics of
a‘household’and had an effect on the frequency with which women ap-
peared in documents.

New evidence and new methods of the use of materials

It is only fairly recently that some studies have illuminated the eco-
nomic and social lives of ordinary women in the late medieval and early
modern periods which had not been systematically studied hitherto. They
have introduced new historical documents or new methods which can be
used to examine familiar materials in a new way, and succeeded in produc-
ing a detailed analysis and description. J. M. Bennett used the court rolls
and frankpledge documents of pre-plague period Brigstock, a woodland and
Royal Forest manor to uncover the subservient positions of women through
the course of their lives living a highly restricted life within the narrow
confines of the home.1 Bennett analysed the countryside, but P. J. P. Gold-
berg uses the poll tax returns, testamentary documents and the previously
rather underused cause papers for debt, defamation or disputes to investi-
gate the women in York and Yorkshire. As far as this paper is concerned,
the number of wills surviving in the northern area had not been fully and
systematically used.2 In the study of Kibworth Harcourt, Leicestershire by
C. Howell in which the consistent features of families, inheritance and land
holding are analysed making extensive use of wills and inventories. Or B.
Hanawalt used Bedfordshire wills for the study of family and household in

１ J. M. Bennett, Women in the Medieval English Countryside（Oxford, １９８７）, p.２０.
２ P. J. P. Goldberg, Women, Work, and Life Cycle in a Medieval Economy : Women in York

and Yorkshire c.１３００－１５２０（Oxford, １９９２）, p.２７.
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the fifteenth and sixteenth centuies while using the coroners records for the
fourteenth century. Furthermore, M. K. McIntosh’s recent study of the eco-
nomic activities in five market towns or cities bridging the late medieval and
early modern periods uses not only the testamentary records but also ２８３
narrative petitions in the royal equity courts.3 The new and underused
evidence gives a deep insight into the women’s activities in the food and
drink trades. McIntosh reveals the variations between regions of England,
and draws particular attention to the north whose economic and social
environment is different from the south. Her study has another advantage
which is that it offers a longer perspective covering both the late medieval
and early modern period, while the preceding studies stop around１５００.

McIntosh’s study deserves to be praised, as it shows that we can under-
stand women’s economic and social activities better by covering the north as
well as the south and the late medieval in addition to the early modern
periods. However, Havering, Essex which provides the principal data of the
southern area, is based on the preceding two continued microhistories of
both the late medieval and early modern period.4 The‘Particularity’of Es-
sex should be remarked upon, as this paper later points out in the
discussion of regional differences. Moreover, it should be remembered
manors on which we have so much detail such as both Brigstock and
Havering are under the Law of Forest, and therefore operate under different
legislative systems and are not necessarily the same as non-Forest areas
even if they are woodlands.5

Northern wills and the significance

Although, the survivorship itself must be an important issue worth
discussing, many wills are extant in the north under the jurisdiction of the
Prerogative Court of York. So siginificant numbers of wills survived in York
and Yorkshire. York was not only the principal capital on occasion, but had
also been the centre of the Prerogative Court since the seventh century.6 It
had a population of１２，０００or１３，０００in１３７７at its peak.7 Trades were busy
in such an important city and the １３８１ poll tax returns counts list １２６

３ M. K. McIntosh, Working Women in English Society（Cambridge, ２００５）, p.６.
４ See, footnote.
５ J. M. Bennett, Women in the Medieval English Countryside, pp.１０and１６.
６ P. J. P. Goldberg, Women, Work, and Life Cycle in a Medieval Economy, p.１.
７ Ibid ., p.７８.
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different occupations.8 Afterwards, as a result of the famines and outbreaks
of plague in the early fourteenth century, the population declined and York
had a population of approximately ８，０００ as the population around １５００.9

Nevertheless, in Yorkshire there are many wills which survived and up to
１５００around six hundred women’s wills have been counted.10 Although wills
are such promising documents in terms of the quantity, they had been
ignored in the field of political studies and to the domain of antiquarrians
and genealogists for a long time. The north with its abundance of wills is
not an exception to that general rule. It is not surprising that potential data
regarding northern women in wills had not been uncovered previous to this
study.

Women confined to the households

At present, only wills are numerically substantial and can be traced
back in a continuous sequence to the medieval period up until １５３８ when
the parish registration commenced. As a matter of course, wills have their
own bias as historical documents, as to make wills requires the testator to
come from a sufficiently solid background so that he has sufficient resources
such as economic funds. Testators were more likely to be from the upper
social strata. In addition, basically wills were inevitably made a short time
before the testator’s death, and they could fail to reflect the social and
economic activities carried out in the past or more usually may not provide
much information on life within this particular household. As for women’s
wills, they have their own particular characteristics attributable to the his-
torical reality of their subservient position. That is, the subservience re-
sulted in the smaller numbers of women’s wills that survived and is reflected
in their contents. Such subservience was legal and social, and intertwined
with the positions of women in the‘household’. Women were confined to
their‘households’. These legal and social conditions were easily found in
the countryside, but even in the more urban areas when often they were
actively involved in the various trades of the market economy, they had to
face various restrictions as long as the society was run on masuculine terms.

Goldberg and McIntosh use probate documents extensively and other

８ Ibid ., p.２４.
９ Ibid ., p.７８.
１０ Ibid ., p.２６.
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documents including untapped detailed documents are also utilised most
effectively for the analysis of northern women. Those studies focused more
on urban women, at least women in the market towns. It would be my
assumption that the subservience of women originated with the households
in the villages or manors where various customs regulated them. Therefore
the study of women in the countryside by J. Bennett is still almost the only
one to rely on. Despite the fact that the period studied is up to the Black
Death epidemic period and there are few wills available particularly those
made by women, it fully investigates the subservient nature of women as
seen in the fact they could not inherit.

Bennett is a critic of the idea of‘Golden Age’for women. In fact, she
points out the research on medieval women had been limited to rather urban
societies.

It is important to realise that the status of women after １７００ was the
result not only of the economic change of the previous period but also
enduring customs the continuation of customs with their origins much
further back in time.11 From this presumption, Bennett finds that women in
the medieval countryside were basically confined to their households as the
exixtence. However, the households themselves were influenced by the
communities of which they were a part and kin relationships which were
often hard to define precisely.12 That is, in the medieval countryside, the
blurred boundary between community（more official）and kin relationships

（more private）results in a degree of ambivalence and contradiction because
the kin relationships were not based on the rights and obligations but
options and choices made by individuals.13 Servants reflect such ambiguity
well. They are also existence involved in an important part of households,
but the distinction between them and kin relations are often not clear. This
is true in the early modern period, still more in the late fourteenth century
when it was not generally the case that ordinary people had clear and
distinct surnames.14

Households in the late medieval period were regulated by particular
demographic patterns and these patterns determined how kin relationships
as well as communities were formed. The demographic patterns in the

１１ J. M. Bennett, Women in the Medieval English Countryside, p.４.
１２ Ibid ., p.１９８.
１３ Ibid ., pp.７, ４９and５４.
１４ P. J. P. Goldberg, Women, Work, and Life Cycle in a Medieval Economy, p.２８.
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medieval period show the imbalance between the population and resources.15

That is the increasing resources encouraged population growth from the late
twelfth century to the late thirteenth cenury, but the surplus population
caused a shortage of resources and invited the sequence of famine, disease
and epidemics from the end of the thirteenth century to the Black Death
period of the mid-fourteenth century. The population continued to decrease
rapidly until the fifteenth century. The growth of population and economy
stopped and the demographic model reversed. In the longer perspective,
this period is in between the time of surplus labour both at the end of the
thirteenth century and the end of sixteenth century.16 The period also gener-
ated as it were life-cycle servants. They made up a major percentage of the
later marriages and high population of lifelong spinsters.17

Servants lives as part of the households. Life-cycle servants, in particu-
lar were supposed to live in the employer’s household and not with their
parents and usually moved from one household to another every year. Early
modern historians tend to unconsciously assume that the average size of
households in the previous period was larger.18 Nevertheless, the size of the
households in the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries did not seem to be so
large as the co-living unit. Retirement contracts（these documents anyhow
are found in abundance up to the early sixteenth century, but afterwards
they faded away, and instead wills survive in considerable numbers）suggest
a smaller size and simple structure.19 Also, the court rolls descriptions show
the narrowness of the usual kin relationships. For instance, when an uncle
mentions his nephew, he does not use‘nephew’but‘son of my brother’.20

On the other hand, there were single or lifelong spinsters to make the
boundary between servants and kin relationships more ambiguious. The
population of women who never married became higher in the early fifteenth
century.21 The term‘spinsters’before around１５００meant a female spinner,
and did not refer to her marital status.22 It can be assumed that the
increasing numbers of women who never married and the way they made a

１５ J. M. Bennett, Women in the Medieval English Countryside, p.１３.
１６ M. K. McIntosh, Working Women in English Society, p.８.
１７ P. J. P. Goldberg, Women, Work, and Life Cycle in a Medieval Economy, p.２０.
１８ J. M. Bennett, Women in the Medieval English Countryside, p.４８.
１９ Ibid ., p.６１.
２０ Ibid ., p.５４.
２１ P. J. P. Goldberg, Women, Work, and Life Cycle in a Medieval Economy, p.２７６.
２２ M. K. McIntosh, Working Women in English Society, p.２１４.
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living caused a gradual change in the meaning of the term. In fact, out of
those who were engaged in the textile industry ６－２０％ were women
servants and４８－６８％ were independent women workers in York and York-
shire.23 Apart from the textile industry, as a means of livelihood they were
engaged in money lending, victualling or small trades. However, even in
the late fifteenth century when there were relatively more economic opportu-
nities in the market economy, they had to face the various restrictions
which they shared with the domestic households in the countryside.

Women’s activities in the market economy in the late medieval and
early modern period and the restrictions

The mid-fifteenth century saw an expansion of opportunities in the
market economy and women as well as men were also able to take advan-
tage of the economic growth. However, they had to face the restrictions on
all their activities including landholdings, inheritance of property and credit.
The research shows that women ran between２０and２５％ of all trades and
were in a similarly weak position with regard to their rights.

As A. Erickson concluded, the very severe restrictions on the landhold-
ings owned by women were contained in the Common Law. As for the
dowry, it was limited to up to one third of the property of the husband.
Meanwhile, the customary law ensured that half was secured for the wife as
the right of‘Free Bench’. In York, Wales and London in particular, it was
the normal practice for ecclesiastical law to set out special regulations gov-
erning the making of wills.24 This means that one third of all movables were
kept for the widows and another third for the testator’s children before the
will was made. The remaining third could be bequeathed in whatever way
the testator saw fit. In the case where there were no children, the right of
the widows was extended so that they could claim up to half of all the
movable goods and assets.25

To begin with the landholdings in the fourteenth century countryside,
the common law restricted a widow’s dowry to one third of her husband’s
property, while the customary law admitted the right of‘Free Bench’which

２３ P. J. P. Goldberg, Women, Work, and Life Cycle in a Medieval Economy, p.９８.
２４ G. G. Alexander,‘The Custom of the Province of York’, Thoresby Society, pp.４１９, ４２５

－６.
２５ A. L. Erickson, Women and Property in Early Modern England , p.２８.
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meant that she could claim half. However, even the latter was still re-
stricted.26 Women were not able to take complete ownership of land. They
were custodians only.27 There were regional variations in inhertiance cus-
toms, but if there was not complete partible inheritance, then essentially
daughters came after sons and the property was divided among daughters
equally, without any preference being given to someone because they were
born first.28 Also, inheritance customs are reflected in naming practices, as
the namings of women was far less important for the families and the com-
munities than men’s naming. Boys names were siginificantly restricted to a
handful of names such as John, William, Thomas and George.29 Further-
more, when a woman married, she lost all independent control over
properties. The properties became a joint holding with her husnband.30

In the １４５０s women had more economic opportunities than around
１６００, but it does not mean everything was rosy. Their activities were bound
by various enduring restrictions even in the economic sphere. For instance,
the most specialised occupations such as carpenting, smithing and regional
trading. were still solely the preserve of men, Of course they could support
men, but only in the role of assistant. Women were engaged in more
traditional female occupations. Victualing was one such example. As the
term‘alewives’implies, women were focused on victualling ales. It was the
same in urban areas, too.31 Until beer brewing was operated by men exclu-
sively, the women in this industry were part of the mainstream. Ale was
also important for the financing of the parish religious guilds and fraternities
of which women were members in the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries.32

Although‘credit’is always important for human society, in the late
medieval period social credit was quite important and this term can be
understood in various ways）. Then in such a society, the most important
factor was the difficulty in gaining credit for women, even in the period
when women had a relatively wide range of economic opportunities. In
general, if women’s activities were, however, mentioned, it was in negative

２６ J. M. Bennett, Women in the Medieval English Countryside, p.１４４.
２７ Ibid ., p.１６３.
２８ Ibid ., p.１４.
２９ Ibid ., p.６９.
３０ Ibid ., p.１１２.
３１ P. J. P. Goldberg, Women, Work, and Life Cycle in a Medieval Economy , p.１０４. Also

see J. M. Bennett, Ale, Beer, and Brewsters in England : Women’s Work in a Changing
World, １３００－１６００（New York, １９９６）.

３２ M. K. McIntosh, Working Women in English Society, p.４０.
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terms.33 If we consider the means of livelihod, it can be seen that women
were allowed to do money lending and pawning, even though in theory this
was not possible. Samples from the central court provide the following
figures : ６６％ loaned cash and pawned. １１％ lent money having someone
else as obligator’s surety, and ２３％ borrowed cash or pawned something.
However, in due course, by around１６００, for economic credit, more formal
settings were required and so it became more difficult for women.34 Women
had to wait for another expansion of economic credit in the １６６０s at the
earliest with most of this growth taking place after１７００.

Women’s wills at the Prerogative Courts

Although the number of survived wills in England was roughly counted
by the predecessors, the annual numbers of totals, in particular according to
status and occupations declared, have never been counted. Therefore the
data analysed here appears for the first time （Table ５．１ and ５．２）.
Canterbury’s period is１３８９－１８００. The percentages of women counted here
go up to １６７０. The proportions of women（widows are dominant）are no
more than １％ in general until the １５４０s, while the absolute number of
totals are lower than York. York’s period is １３８０－１６８０ and it constantly
surpasses Canterbury until the early seventeenth century, and the propor-
tions of widows are around ５－１０％ of the totals in the same period and
beyond up until the１６２０s（Graph５．１）.

The reason for the observable fact that the proportion of women making
wills at the Prerogative Court of York is greater than the numbers doing so
in Canterbury must be related to the preferential treatment given to widows
by‘The Custom of the Province of York’. The prevalence of this particular
local custom is partly ascribed to the fact that the Northern area had been
more inclined to partible inheritance than the Southern area and the partible
inheritance was a custom that involved both men and women.35 This is a
characteristic shared with the customs prevailing in Scandinavia, and A. Er-
ickson suggests that it is likely that the customs in the period of Norman
rule were still heavily influenced by Scandinavian traditions. The key point
here is that these customs allowed wives to keep the right to the property

３３ M. K. McIntosh, Working Women in English Society, p.４.
３４ Ibid ., p.１３.
３５ A. L. Erickson, Women and Property in Early Modern England , pp.６２, ６８.
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which had been bequeathed to them when they were daughters. It would
appear that there were many cases where widows made wills so that their
property could be treated as a dowry. On the other hand, it is possible to
interpret by the fact that originally Canterbury was superior to York as the
Prerogative Court, and men were more likely to choose the former, while
women tended to choose the relatively inferior York.

M. Prior analysed１０６８wills made by wives in the Prerogative Court of
Canterbury in the period１５５８and１７００.36 The wives belonged to relatively
higher social groups and led unusually privileged lives. Moreover, the distri-
bution is concentrated in the second half of the seventeenth century. Com-
pared to the diocese of Oxford in particular, a provincial court whose cases

Table５．１ Wills proved at the Prerogative Court of Canterbury

Table５．２ Wills proved at the Prerogative Court of York
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numbered only five, the Canterbury data is indeed impressive, because even
in the Prerogative Court of York which sees a relatively large number of
womens’wills, the wills made by wives are still few in number.

Women in cases where testator’s status or occupation is unknown

At the moment, the index volumes do not necessarily have the index of
occupations. The newer they are, the more likely they are to have an index.
From now the digitalisation of the catalogues in the record office and ar-
chives will complete indexes for occupation and sex. However, the currently
available data is fairly limited and I have so far managed to acquire data from
the seven courts. Some of it I have published elsewhere, but some is new.

The treatment of women requires some care, as I have mentioned in
the Introduction. In the annual count of wills, women are categorized as
widow, spinster or wife. They are included in the figures/totals for the

‘status or occupation declared’. Being a woman can hardly be considered
‘status’, let alone an occupation, but they are included under such head-

３６ M. Prior,‘Wives and wills, １５５８－１７００’, J. Chartres and D. Hey, eds., English Rural
Society, １５００－１８００（Cambridge, １９９０）, pp.２０７－９; A. L. Erickson, Women and Property
in Early Modern England , pp.１４１－３.

Graph５．１ The proportions of women in the Prerogative Courts of Canterbury and York
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ings. However, there seems to be the period when women started to have
their own occupation as the division of labour started to occur combined
with the development of what we would recognise as the beginnings of a
modern economy. For instance, the data from Essex（Chelmsford）provide
some１５０cases of wills with women’s names where there is no reference to
the status or occupation, or where the occupations do not indicate the sex.

In the period １６２０－１７２０, in ６０ or ７０％ of the wills of Chelmsford
（Essex）there is reference to the occupation or status. In fact I anticipated
some women would fall into this category, but there are only around １５０
cases in a century ; averaging out at １．５ cases a year. Furthermore, I
assumed there would be some women in the wills where there is a reference
to occupation such as cooper, baker and miller. For this, there are only
literally a handful of cases : １６３４ Bess Edward, inn holder ; １６４２ Mary
Carleton, gent ; １７１２ Alice, housekeeper, Wanstead ; １７１８ Mary Brock,
maiden. However, even in these four cases, Mary Carleton（‘gent.’）could
be simply an abbreviation of gentlewoman（although there are some cases of
gentlewomen), and‘maiden’used as a term to describe Mary Brock might
be marital status, rather than indicating she was a maid servant.

For comparison, I have listed the results of the same investigation of
the Ely（Cambridgeshire）data. Although the period covered by Ely was
much longer than for Chelmsford, １４８７－１７２０, the number of cases falling
into the same categories is １８. Only one woman （１６１１ Agnes Baker,
Shepreth, thatcher）falls into the category where occupation is referred to
but there is no direct hint of the sex except the name. Essex and Ely have
similar percentages of wills where testators’status or occupation is de-
clared : around６０－８０％ as we will see at the next section.

Here I am employing the same method of examination for the wills in
the Prerogative Court of Canterbury and York as was used for the data from
Chelmsford and Ely（Graph５．２and５．３）.

M. Prior’s pioneering analysis of wives who made wills estimates that
the women who did so make up under１％ of the total wills in the Preroga-
tive Court of Canterbury in the period１５５８－１７００. Combining the women’s
wills where the status is declared and the wills in which the sex is judged by
name and the status is not declared, even in the Prerogative Court of Can-
terbury where the number of women’s wills has been assumed to be negligi-
ble shows that women as a whole occupy at least around one tenth of the
total number of will-makers from the beginning of the sixteenth century. In
the seventeenth century the proportion surpasses １０％ and in the second
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Graph５．２ The proportions of women (judged by name) in status or occupations unknown and total :
the Prerogative Court of Canterbury

Graph５．３ The proportions of women (judged by name) in status or occupations unknown and total :
the Prerogative Court of York
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half of the century sees a steady rise to nearly２０％. The period experienced
two simultaneous trends-an increasing number of different professions com-
ing into existence and being cited in wills, and a tendency for testators to
give their occupation rather than their status.

However, probably as M. Prior has done for her identification of the
wives on the wills of Prerogative Court of Canterbury and Oxfordshire, the
above mentioned findings were only the result of adding the data for the
wills in which the sex is judged by the name. Otherwise, the proportions of
women whose status such as wife, spinster or widow was known are quite
small, in particular before the１５５０s. The absolute number of wills and the
number of wills where the status or occupation is known are both low.
Therefore, unless the wills are judged by the names appearing on them,
one would not notice the fact that around８％ of the total are women. In the
second half of the sixteenth century, the absolute numbers of wills increase
and accordingly the wills made by women whose status is known add to the
total number. On the other hand, those women’s wills where the status is
not declared decrease. The trend that can be observed is that the more the
status or occupations are declared in wills, the more women left wills in the
Prerogative Court of Canterbury. This period saw the development of the
social and economic division of labour and the constant and fairly speedy
subdivision of occupations. It could be said that the period also experienced
qualitative changes in the status which had been recognised by society in
the past. Also the same trend led women who were of a legally and socio-
economically lower status to express their status with greater confidence.
Therefore the number as a whole steadily increased. This trend seems to
be combined with the increasing tendency for testators in the earlier wills to
add the phrases‘formerly Smith’or‘als（alias）Smith’although such
phrases disappear in the later wills. Those phrases seem to express the fact
that those who wrote these names were, in general, married but there may
still be another reason why they kept the names from the mother’s side of
the family. Moreover it is not certain whether they are wives or widows
even if they were married. So they fall into the category of‘status un-
known’, as a result. Of course in the sixteenth century, in particular in the
early years of that century the surnames of ordinary people were not
necessarily established fully. Therefore the phrases used to describe marital
status such as‘Mrs’were also not well-established, and there are many
cases of such ambiguous phrases which have been discussed here.

As for the Prerogative Cour of York, due to technical reasons the data
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for some years is missing, but in my judgement, to have a general overview
of the current data is enough. To begin with, the data for １３８９－１５１４ and
that for１５１４－１６８０are separated. The former is from the earliest volume of
the Index Series whose editorial settings were not fully settled and the
analysis of the data requires special treatment. Nevertheless, to gain some
understanding of the general patterns those are still sufficient, and the
results by and large support the findings of previous studies discussed
above.

The earlier the period, the higher is the proportion of wills in which the
testator’s status or occupation is not known. Therefore, in the early six-
teenth century women made up around １０％ of the wills in which the
testator’s status or occupation is unknown, and the proportion is not so
much more when we examine the overall totals. The relatively small num-
bers of women’s wills is the result of the subservient position they held in
various areas of life despite the fact that the economic opportunities of
women increased relatively speaking with the advent of the market economy
in the previous period. However, through the sixteenth century the propor-
tion of women in wills in which the testator’s status and occupation is not
known shows an upward trend, and in the seventeenth century the propor-
tion easily surpasses １０％. On the other hand women whose wills fall into
the same category remain just around ５％ of the totals. This ５％ figure is
not large. However, the absolute number is more than ３，０００. Because of
the very subservient position of women in society, here we find an underes-
timated or neglected group of women whose status or occupation is not
obvious or unambiguous enough for a declaration to be made in wills even
when they can make one. So far, the proportion of women’s wills in total is
assumed to be roughly around one fifth. However, if one adds the ５％,
some of the previous data could be inflated. From my own experience, the
counting of wills is not necessarily done by name so the sex cannot always
be determined. That is, when one manually counts wills one should use the
index or the descriptions of spinster（single woman）, wife and widow, or
some occupation suggesting women such as maid servant, gentlewoman,
dame, countess, and so on. As a result, women who did not leave any such
clue are easily neglected. In future, digitalised catalogues could solve such
problems.

In the case of the Prerogative Court of Canterbury, it is in the second
half of the seventeenth century that the number of women, whose status is
either known or unknown, reaches ２０％. Compared to the Prerogative
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Court of York where the numbers of women making wills had already
reached nearly２０％ even at the end of the sixteenth century, it appears as if

‘gaining in seats won by women’in York took place rather earlier than in
Canterbury. However, investigation of the contents discourages such hasty
assumptions. It is true that the Prerogative Court of York had seen the
relatively higher percentages of just under２０％ at an earlier stage, but the
percentages were sustained by the number of wills where the status is
unknown and the sex is judged by the name. Such cases make up around
５％ of the total. After around １６００ in the Prerogative Court of York ７０ or
８０％ of wills give the status or occupation and the numbers of wills made by
women whose status is unknown decrease relatively. Nevertheless, the
number of wills where the status or occupation is unknown keep increasing.
Therefore it can reasonably be concluded that the social and economic
background to will making in the administrative area of the Prerogative
Court of York is different from the situation in Canterbury where most of the
women writing wills declare their status. It suggests that there were more
women testators in the Prerogative Court of York whose personal circum-
stances were such that they decided not to declare their status, and more
specifically, it is likely that they were in economic difficulties. Of course, it
is possible to think that the testators were required to write down more
precisely in the Prerogative Court of Canterbury as it is a higher court than
York in the case of the testator having estates in both areas. Otherwise the
editorial policy for Canterbury could have become more precise than that
adopted in York. Nevertheless, for the period after the １５５０s. the wills
made by women whose status is known in the Prerogative Court of Canter-
bury are rarer. Instead, nearly one tenth of the total were wills made by
women, but they are the wills where the sex of the testator is judged by the
name. In the same period, in the Prerogative Court of York, the number of
wills made by women where the status or occupations is given had sur-
passed the cases where it was unknown, and mean that the number of wills
made by women rise as a proportion of the total. This period also saw more
testators whose ancestors would generally not have left wills in local courts
anywhere in England. They can be assumed to be from the less prosperous
strata of society as we discussed in Chapter １ and ４. Again they often are
under the category of‘status unknown’.

Regarding the Prerogative Court of York as the‘centre of locals’, it is
possible to find similar cases in local courts. In the case of Ely（Cambridge-
shire）and Chelmsford（Essex）, the declaration of women’s status is quite
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well documented and the minimal unknown figures do not need to be
tabulated here. Accordingly, the other two sets of local data from Chapter４,
Huntingdonshire and Worcestershire are considered to be appropriate for
the purposes of comparison. Although the data fluctuate, but the evidence is
that women’s wills occupy around２０％ of the totals and wills where women
are named make up about５％. The５％ sounds small, but they constitute at
least one quarter of the women wills. The‘２０％’has also been estimated
by M. Prior and A. Erickson. Their estimate is quite right, but it should be
remembered that the numbers include the nominal women testators whose
data has not necessarily been counted as properly and systematically here as
we did in the first trial（Graph５．４－５．７）.

Perspectives : proportions of women’s wills whose status are declared

A. Erickson estimates that about one fifth of all testators are women.
This article supports the estimate. Erickson further assumes that around
８０％ of women testators are widows and spinsters and that single women
make up almost ２０％ of the total.37 In general, the property of wives was
under the supervision of their husbands. Accordingly, the wills made by
wives were supposed to be specially arranged by their husbands, and were
rather exceptional. However, if so, the percentages of wives in various areas
collected by A. Erickson range from between ３ to ８％ and not negligible,
and are therefore, the existence of such wives’wills suggest the motive for
will-making was not limited to the management of the property after death.
As Erickson assumes, there must have been numerous cases where the
wills were made in order to set out the family responsibilities or to bolster
the self-esteem of the woman. We often note that women’s wills refer to
provisions for the relatives or people in the neighbourhood outside the
family or household.38

To establish the marital status of each woman testator, the only way is
to read the contents of each will. To do so, the best way is to wait for the
digitalisation of the indices of record offices which keep the probate records
including wills. Nevertheless, even with the advent of digitalisation, there
will probably be no distinction made for sex. Hopefully the suggestion in
this article that archivists realise the importance of making clear the sex of

３７ A. L. Erickson, Women and Property in Early Modern England , p.２０４.
３８ Ibid ., p.２０９.
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the testator and the standardisation of the editions of the digitalised index.
For example, there are digitalised index data for Ely, Cheshire and Hamp-
shire in my possession, and the Ely data does not have columns giving the
sex of the testator. We occasionally find the cases with notes such as

Graph５．４ ‘Women’ in the Prerogative Court of Canterbury

Graph５．５ ‘Women’ in the Prerogative Court of York
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‘someone’s wife’in the data, but such important information is not listed in
an independent index. Furthermore, in the cases that predated the eight-
eenth century even notes of that kind are not added to the data. So I present
only the data from the database of Cheshire and Hampshire, both of which

Graph５．６ ‘Women’ in Huntingdonshire

Graph５．７ ‘Women’ in Worcestershire
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have recently been compiled.
The Cheshire data indicate the preponderance of widows（Graph５．８）.

In the period １５２１ to １７００, １０，４４７ cases have been documented. On the
other hand, there are only ５７５ spinsters and the number of wives is also
small, with only ２７ recorded cases. The divergence is apparent. However,
in the period１７０１to１８００, the number of widows is４，８７７, while spinsters
number ９９０ and there are １５６ wives. Therefore, there were a number of
women who remained unmarried and had a good reason for making a will.
This could be attributed to the rise in the age of marriage. In general, those
from the less prosperous strata of society seem to have left more wills. Such
strata included spinsters as typical members.

Compared to Cheshire, Hampshire spinsters and wives make up a
relatively high proportion of the total（Graph ５．９）. In particular, after the
mid-seventeenth century the proportion of widows decline while both spin-
sters and wives gradually increase. This suggests that more women stayed
single throughout their lives and that married women enjoyed personal
circumstances which were more advantageous for making wills. This would
be sustained by the increased economic opportunities for women in general,
although the absolute numbers are less than ５０％ of the total cases in
Cheshire. In the period １５２０－１７００ the total number of wills made by

Graph５．８ Women testators in Cheshire
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widows is ５，２０６, with wives making １７４ and spinsters ４４０. Between １７０１
and１８００, ４，７２６widows wills were made by widows in Hampshire, ５０３by
wives and ９０２ by spinsters. As for the numbers of cases, in Cheshire the
rate of increase seems notably greater.

In summary, if we examine all the cases documented up to １７００, we
should accept as correct Erickson’s estimate that ８０％ of all women who
made wills are widows, but after the eighteenth century, the percentage of
women leaving wills decreases to around７０％ and spinsters and wives are
the largest groups within that figure.

Conclusion

In the Prerogative Court of Canterbury almost ０．６５ million wills were
proved in the period between１３８３and１８００. In York, the figure is almost
０．１４million. Adding up both and the local courts data, the figure is about
１．５ million. Using the data, the estimate that women generally made up
more or less ２０％ of all testators throughout the period is confirmed. In
particular, the northern data from the York Prerogative Court indicate that
more women made wills up to the end of the sixteenth century. This would
be partly due to the relatively increased economic opportunities available to
northern women and partly due to the particular inheritance customs that

Graph５．９ Women testators in Hampshire
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governed women, that is‘the Custom of Province of York. By the time men
gave their status rather than occupation in wills, women would have been
doing exactly the same.

The increase in the number of women is sustained by the increase in
the number of spouses or daughters of the farmers who adopted the conven-
tional custom of describing their social positions. By the late seventeenth
century, Essex, the metropolitan suburb county where large farms devel-
oped earlier, experienced a wider gap between the will-making social groups
and the poorer non will-making social groups, and the number of testators
whose occupation falls into the various non-agricultural categories declines,
while they increase steeply in PCY as well as Ely. It could easily be associ-
ated with the divisions of labour, and it can be assumed that the increasing
numbers of yeomen in Essex are in fact a manifestation of the fact that more
individuals are using the word‘farmer’to describe their occupation rather
than as merely a description of status. The patterns in Essex described
above would suggest that this county is unrepresentative at least for the
period. There was a transitional period during which people moved from
recording their status to giving their occupation and this applied to women
too. In the seventeenth century, in particular in the latter half, this change
was accompanied by the development of the division of labour. Women’s
wills should also be studied from this viewpoint.
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Conclusion

This study started with the annual totals of wills in the sixteenth and
seventeenth centuries using the Index Library series by the British Record
Society. The data illuminate that the trends in the statistics coincide with
demographic patterns, in particular the numbers of deaths. Moreover the
trends show the dramatic effects of the influenza epidemic, a disease which
struck the whole of England in the １５５０’s. Following the influenza period
the custom of will-making filtered down even to people of lower social status
to the extent that at least one third of the adult male population of England
practised the custom. investigations at an earlier stage found that not only
the demographic trends but also social and economic factors were likely to
be intertwined with the custom of making wills. With this in mind it was
decided to extend the data from other records beyond the Index Library
series and to collect data up to the eighteenth century, in particular for the
Prerogative Courts. I think the data themselves confirm the estimate of ２
million wills as a reliable figure. Moreover, the extensions shed new light
on the findings, and reveal facts that had not been noticed until we had in
our possession such a huge amount of data on wills covering such a wide
geographical area. The key points to note are firstly the shift from declaring
social status towards giving instead the occupation on the wills, which
corresponded with the development of the economy and the increasing
division of labour. This happened in the relatively short period from the mid-
sixteenth century to the end of the seventeenth century, or this is what at
least the declarations made on the wills themselves would suggest. The
Second point concerns women. Wills made by women are confirmed to
constitute around２０％ of the totals, but this is if we count wills which we
assume to be have been made by women judging by the names, and which
are frequently mixed up with other‘status or occupation unknown’testa-
tors. Such wills which are only nominally women’s wills would include
substantial numbers of wives who were not legally permitted to leave wills
and who were often in such economically difficult circumstances that to
leave wills would not be feasible. And the number of women making wills is
an important but often ignored factor in the shift from status being given on
wills to occupation being declared instead, something which can be
observed at all levels of society.

115



Looking back at the results, the national trend after the sixteenth cen-
tury was that wills are consistently extant and gradually increased in number
keeping the correlation between the deaths recorded in the parish registers.
Moreover from the longer perspective, the influenza period was the turning
point for will-making with this custom spreading into the regions despite a
time lag. By studying wills as documents and by seeing them as social and
economic indicators we can learn more about the extent and survival of will-
making customs. This period saw the establishment of a firm economic and
social base for will-making, but conditions later became such that the poorer
people were often unable to leave wills after the second half of the seven-
teenth century.

Of course, economic factors were not the only reason for the making of
wills. The custom has its own logic for each period. The Hereford probate
documents remind us of this fact. The Hereford evidence has pushed the
period when will making became common back to at least to the middle
years of the fifteenth century, if not earlier. At the very least we can assert
that what began then was not the widespread making of wills, but the
widespread survival of wills. It was a change in record keeping that took
place in the first half of the sixteenth century, not a change in the habits of
the dying combined with the great increase in literacy.

The period of the influenza in the １５５０s coincided with the great
political and social changes associated with the Tudors. As far as the wills
are concerned, another remarkable phenomenon occurred. The data show
much greater use of the Prerogative Court by executors from１５６３onwards.
Simultaneously the total number of wills made increased, for the switch to
the Prerogative Court by executors was not accompanied by any decrease in
the numbers of wills proved in the local courts. The numbers were main-
tained by wills made by people whose previous generations would not have
made wills. The evidence from the Ely court has shown that the habit of
declaring the testators’status increased in the course of the sixteenth cen-
tury, and from the １５８０s many of the new will makers were husbandmen
and even labourers. This fact is not necessarily widely accepted among
historians, partly because of the conditions discussed below.

To gain sufficient data to discuss the issues above, the wills of both the
Prerogative Courts of Canterbury and York have been counted. In Canter-
bury almost０．６５million wills were proved in the period between１３８３and
１８００. In York, the number is about ０．１６ million. Adding up both, the
figure is ０．８ million and makes up almost ４０％ of all wills which are
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estimated to have survived. Summing up all the data on wills counted so far,
the total number is about １．５ million. In particular with regard to the
Canterbury data in particular, the second half of the eighteenth century
shows a generational cycle, not the steep rise which is expected from the
population trend in this period which was the eve of the Industrial Revolu-
tion or Industrialisation. However, at least the almost synchlonised（sy-
chronised） statistical patterns of all the courts is very interesting and
unexpected. For this reveals the increasingly widespread custom of making
wills, a process which further developed and spread ever more widely in the
England of this period. This seems to be connected with social and eco-
nomic development generating increasingly specialised skills and the crea-
tion of more occupations which originally gave someone their social status.
The declaration of social status or occupation became a part of the will-
making customs and there was an increasing divergence between the social
status and the occupation, as well as an increase in the variety of occupa-
tions.

The data of the two Prerogative Courts and５ local courts representing
each district show that the frequency with which declaration of status was
added to a will steadily increased from about２０％ to more than７０％ in the
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries. As for the proportion of gentlemen,
the Prerogative Court of Canterbury records a consistently higher figure
than all the others. However, the words‘yeoman’or‘husbandman’to de-
scribe social status are the most common throughout the period. Interest-
ingly, in the local courts, the more varied the occupations, the more
yeomen there tended to be, as the metropolitan Essex data highlights. As
economic development accelerated, the more likely it was that the term

‘yeoman’ would be given as an occupation rather than as a status.
Therefore the earlier general status term‘husbandman’gradually became
less commonly used as a way of describing status in the late seventeenth
century at the latest. If we are interested in finding cases where the number
of labourers was as large as the number of gentlemen, then we should look
at York as it was in many ways the‘centre of the local’and was more
similar to Ely in the sixteenth century but became more similar to Essex in
the seventeenth century when the more metropolitan or urban area ex-
panded and influenced the neighbouring areas. Furthermore, the numbers
of occupations appeared in the both Prerogative Courts, to give some clue
as to the development of division of labour through the rapid subdivisions of
the occupations. The number of words to describe status or occupation in
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York wills are fairly constant at around４０throughout the fifteenth and early
sixteenth century, while Canterbury shows only a very small number of
different terms. Nevertheless, in the second half of the sixteenth century
Canterbury records up to６０, and afterwards an even steeper rise to estab-
lish itself as‘the national centre’with a good３００in the second half of the
seventeenth century. On the other hand, York shows a relatively gradual
increase from around６０in the mid-sixteenth century as it became the‘local
centre’, but the number remains around １５０ in the second half of the
seventeenth century.

Finally it is necessary to discuss women testators who are key factors if
we wish to understand changes in the history of making wills. The estimate
that women generally made up more or less２０％ of all testators throughout
the period is confirmed. In particular, the northern data from the York
Prerogative Court indicate that more women made wills up to the end of the
sixteenth century. This would be partly due to the relatively increased eco-
nomic opportunities available to northern women and partly due to the par-
ticular inheritance customs associated with that region. By the time men
gave their status rather than occupation in wills, women would have fol-
lowed them. By the late seventeenth century, Essex, the metropolitan sub-
urb county where large farms developed earlier, experienced a wider gap
between the will-making social groups and the poorer non will-making social
groups. It was associated with the increasing trend towards division of
labour, and it can be assumed that it was also due to the increasing
numbers of yeomen in Essex. There more individuals were using the word

‘farmer’to describe their occupation rather than using it merely as a
description of status. The patterns in Essex seem to reveal the fact that this
county is unrepresentative, at least for the period. There was a transitional
period during which people moved from recording their status to giving
their occupation and this applied to women too.
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Appendix British Record Society, Index Library1

The data has been collected from the volumes of indexes published,
and about to be published, by the British Record Society in their Index Li-
brary. All wills, whether registered or original, have been counted, but ad-
ministration and unattached inventories have been excluded. Where bundles
or registers cover more than one year, and the indexes do not give any
indication of the date of individual wills, the wills have been equally divided
between the years with which each bundle or register is concerned.

S : Scanner and Mac Reader used

１. Northamptonshire & Rutland Wills１５１０－１６５２; S
７. Lichfield Wills & Administrations１５１５－１６５２
８. Berkshire Wills & Administrations１５０８－１６５２; S

１０. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. I１３８３－１５５８
１１. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. II１３８３－１５５８
１２. Gloucestershire Wills, Vol. I１４５１－１６５０; S
１７. Bristol Consistory Wills １５７２－１７９２, with wills in the Great Orphan

Bobks１３７９－１６７４; S
１８. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. III１５５８－１５８３
２２. Dorset Wills and Administrations１５６８－１７９９; S
２４. Sussex Wills at Lewes１５４１－１６５２
２５. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. IV１５８４－１６０４
２７. Leicester Wills１４９５－１６４９
２８. Wills and Administrations at Lincoln, Vol. I Wills１３２０－１６００
３１. Worcester Wills, Vol. I１４５１－１６００
３４. Gloucestershire Wills, Vol. II１６００－１８００; S
３５. Wills and Administrations Exeter Registory１５５９－１７９９
３９. Worcester Wills Vol. II１６０１－１６５２
４１. Wills & Administrations at Lincoln, Vol. II Wills１６０１－１６５２
４２. Huntingdonshire Wills１４７９－１６５２; S
４３. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. V１６０５－１９
４４. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. VI１６２０－２９
４５. Taunton Archdeaconry Wills１５３７－１７９９; S
４６. Exeter Consistory Wills and Administrations１５３２－１８００
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４９. Chichester Consistory Wills１４８２－１８００; S
５１. Wills and Administrations at Leicester１６６０－１７５０; S
５２. Wills and Administrations at Lincoln, Vol. III Administrations１５４０－１６５９
５３. Dorset Wills and Administrations, Vol. II ; S
５４. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. VII１６５３－１６５６
５６. Cornwall Archdeaconry Wills and Administrations Vol. I１５６９－１６９９; S
５７. Wills and Administrations at Lincoln, Vol. IV Archdeaconry of Stow
５９. Cornwall Archdeaconry Wills and Administrations Vol. II１７００－１７９９; S
６１. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. VIII１６５７－１６６０
６７. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. IX１６７１－１６７５
６９. Wills in the Consistory Court of Norwich, Vol. I１３７０－１５５０; S
７１. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. X１６７６－１６８５
７３. Wills in the Consistory Court of Norwich, Vol. II１５５０－１６０３; S
７８. Wills at Chelmsford, Vol. I１４００－１６１９
７９. Wills at Chelmsford, Vol. II１６２０－１７２０; S
８２. Commissary Court of London Wills, Vol. I１３７４－１４８８
８６. Testamentary Records in the Commissary Court of London, Vol. II１４８９

－１５７０
８７. Berkshire Probate Records１６５３－１７１０
８９. Archdeaconry Court of London Probate Records, Vol. I１３６３－１６４９
９０. Archdeaconry Court of Suffolk Probate Records at Ipswich １４４４－１７００

Vol. I ; S
９１. Archdeaconry Court of Suffolk Probate Records at Ipswich １４４４－１７００

Vol. II ; S
９３. Probate Records of Bishop and Archdeacon of Oxford１５１６－１７３２, Vol.

I ; S
９４. Probate Records of Bishop and Archdeacon of Oxford１５１６－１７３２, Vol.

II ; S
９５. Probate Records of Bishop and Archdeacon of Sudbury１３５４－１７００, Vol.

I
９６. Probate Records of Bishop and Archdeacon of Sudbury１３５４－１７００, Vol.

II
９７. Testamentary Records in the Commissary Court of London, Vol. III

１５７１－１６２５
９８. Testamentary Records in the Commissary Court of London, Vol. II１６６１

－１７００
９９. Archdeaconry Court of Surrey Probate Records, １４８０－１６４９

１０１. Lincoln Consistory Court Wills Vol. V, １６６０－１７００; S
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１０２. Commissary Court of London Probate Records IV, １６２６－１７００－Part I
１０３. Consistory Court of Ely Probate Records, １４４９－１８５８, Vol. I
１０４. Bedfordshire Probate Records１４８０－１８５８, Vol. I ; S
１０５. Bedfordshire Probate Records１４８０－１８５８, Vol. II ; S
１０６. Consistory Court of Ely Probate Records, １４４９－１８５８, Vol. II
１０７. Consistory Court of Ely Probate Records, １４４９－１８５８, Vol. III

S : scanned and OS software used
Wills
Annual totals already counted and the PC data available on occupation
１０. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. I１３８３－１５５８（A-J）
１１. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. II１３８３－１５５８（K-Z）
１８. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. III１５５８－１５８３
２５. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. IV１５８４－１６０４
３１. Worcester Wills, Vol. I１４５１－１６００
３９. Worcester Wills Vol. II１６０１－１６５２
４２. Huntingdonshire Wills１４７９－１６５２; S
４３. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. V１６０５－１９
４４. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. Vl１６２０－２９
７８. Wills at Chelmsford, Vol. I１４００－１６１９
７９. Wills at Chelmsford, Vol. II１６２０－１７２０; S

１０３. Consistory Court of Ely Probate Records, １４４９－１８５８, Vol. I
１０６. Consistory Court of Ely Probate Records, １４４９－１８５８, Vol. II
１０７. Consistory Court of Ely Probate Records, １４４９－１８５８, Vol. III

Annual totals already counted and the PC data available, but not analysed,
on occupation distributions
６９. Wills in the Consistory Court of Norwich, Vol. I１３７０－１５５０; S
７３. Wills in the Consistory Court of Norwich, Vol. II１５５０－１６０３; S
９０. Archdeaconry Court of Suffolk Probate Records at Ipswich １４４４－１７００

Vol. I（A-K）; S
９１. Archdeaconry Court of Suffolk Probate Records at Ipswich １４４４－１７００

Vol. II（L-Z）; S

１ I have already counted the annual numbers of wills, using the volumes of indexes
published by the British Record Society in their Index Library. It shows the annual
numbers of wills according to each diocese, using Index Library volumes published since
１８８８.
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９３. Probate Records of Bishop and Archdeacon of Oxford１５１６－１７３２, Vol. I
（A-K）; S

９４. Probate Records of Bishop and Archdeacon of Oxford１５１６－１７３２, Vol.
II（L-Z）; S

１０１. Lincoln Consistory Court Wills Vol. V, １６６０－１７００; S
１０４. Bedfordshire Probate Records１４８０－１８５８, Vol. I ; S
１０５. Bedfordshire Probate Records１４８０－１８５８, Vol. II ; S

Annual totals already counted but no data on occupation
１. Northamptonshire & Rutland Wills１５１０－１６５２; S
７. Lichfield Wills & Administrations１５１５－１６５２
８. Berkshire Wills & Administrations１５０８－１６５２; S

１２. Gloucestershire Wills, Vol. I１４５１－１６５０; S
１７. Bristol Consistory Wills １５７２－１７９２, with wills in the Great Orphan

Books１３７９－１６７４; S
２２. Dorset Wills and Administrations１５６８－１７９９; S
２７. Leicester Wills１４９５－１６４９
２８. Wills and Administrations at Lincoln, Vol. I. Wills１３２０－１６００（occasion-

ally on gentleman）
３４. Gloucestershire Wills, Vol. II１６００－１８００; S
３５. Wills and Administrations Exeter Registry１５５９－１７９９
４１. Wills & Administrations at Lincoln, Vol. II Wills１６０１－１６５２
４５. Taunton Archdeaconry Wills１５３７－１７９９; S
４６. Exeter Consistory Wills and Administrations１５３２－１８００
４９. Chichester Consistory Wills１４８２－１８００; S（occasionally）
５１. Wills and Administrations at Leicester １６６０－１７５０; S（occasionally on

gent）
５２. Wills and Administrations at Lincoln, Vol. III Administrations １５４０－

１６５９（occasionally on gent）
５３. Dorset Wills and Administrations, Vol. II ; S
５６. Cornwall Archdeaconry Wills and Administrations Vol. I１５６９－１６９９; S
５９. Cornwall Archdeaconry Wills and Administrations Vol. II １７００－１７９９,

pp. vi＋２４３; S

Annual totals already counted but the PC data on occupations not counted
yet
２４. Sussex Wills at Lewes１５４１－１６５２
５４. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. VII１６５３－１６５６
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５７. Wills and Administrations at Lincoln, Vol. IV Archdeaconry of Stow
６１. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. VIII１６５７－１６６０
６７. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. IX１６７１－１６７５
７１. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills, Vol. X１６７６－１６８５
８２. Commissary Court of London Wills, Vol. I１３７４－１４８８
８６. Testamentary Records in the Commissary Court of London, Vol. II１４８９

－１５７０
８９. Archdeaconry Court of London Probate Records, Vol. I１３６３－１６４９
９５. Probate Records of Bishop and Archdeacon of Sudbury１３５４－１７００, Vol.

I（A-K）##
９６. Probate Records of Bishop and Archdeacon of Sudbury１３５４－１７００, Vol.

II（L-Z）##
９７. Testamentary Records in the Commissary Court of London, Vol. III

１５７１－１６２５
９８. Testamentary Records in the Commissary Court of London, Vol. IV

１６６１－１７００
９９. Archdeaconry Court of Surrey Probate Records, １４８０－１６４９##

１０２. Commissary Court of London Probate Records IV, １６２６－１７００
## : This date should be gained from the compiler（record office）

Additional Index Library volumes（until１９９９）
８７. Berkshire Probate Records１６５３－１７１０（British Record Society ; １９７５）
（not counted and not analysed in terms of the occupation distributions）

１０９. Oxfordshire Probate Records１７３３－１８５７and Peculiars１５４７－１８５６
１１０. Consistory Court of Carlisle Wills １６６１－１７５０（British Record Society ;

１９９８）
１１１. Commissary Court of London Probate Records IV, １６２６－１７００ T to Z

（British Record Society ; １９９８）

Non Index Library Volumes
J. H. Morrison, ed., Wills, Sentences and Probate Acts, １６６１－１６７０, Preroga-
tive Court of Canterbury（London, １９３５）
A. J. Camp, ed., An Index to the Wills Proved in the Prerogative Court of
Canterbury１７５０－１８００Vo.１－６（London, １９７６－１９９２）

（Few references to occupations）� How about １７００－１７５０ microfiche vol-
umes.

Kent Archaeological Society : Index of Wills Proved in the Rochester
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Consitory Court１４４０－１５６１（Kent Archaeological Society ; １９２４）
Index of Wills Proved in the Consistory Court of Norwich １６０４－１６８６

（Norfolk Record Society２８: １９５８）

Index of Wills Proved in the Consistory Court of Norwich １６８７－１７５０
（Norfolk Record Society）
（annual numbers totals counted, but not the occupation distributions）

Index of Wills Proved in the Norfolk Archdeaconry Court １４５３－１５４２
（Norfolk Genealogy３; １９７１）（Few references to occupations）

Index of Wiils Proved in the Norfolk Archdeaconry Court １５４２－１５６０
（Norfolk Genealogy５; １９７５）

‘The North’Index
１ Index of Wills in the York Registry１３８９－１５１４（The Yorkshire Archae-

ological and Topographical Association. Record Series vol.６, １８８９）
２ Index of Wills in the York Registry１５１４－１５５３（The Yorkshire Archae-

ological Society. Record Series vol.１１１８９１）
３ Index of Wills in the York Registry１５５４－１５６８（The Yorkshire Archae-

ological Society. Record Series vol.１４１８９３）
４ Index of Wills in the York Registry１５６８－１５８５（The Yorkshire Archae-

ological Society. Record Series vol.１９１８９５）
５ Index of Wills in the York Registry１５８５－１５９４（The Yorkshire Archae-

ological Society. Record Series vol.２２１８９７）
６ Index of Wills in the York Registry１５９４－１６０２（The Yorkshire Archae-

ological Society. Record Series vol.２４１８９８）
７ Wills in the York Registry １６０３－１６１１（The Yorkshire Archaeological

and Topographical Association. Record Series vol.１６, １８９９）
８ Index of Wills in the York Registry１６１２－１６１９（The Yorkshire Archae-

ological Society. Record Series vol.２８１９００）
９ Index of Wills in the York Registry１６２０－１６２７（The Yorkshire Archae-

ological Society. Record Series vol.３２１９０２）
１０ Index of Wills in the York Registry １６２７－１６３６; Administrations １６２７－

１６５２（The Yorkshire Archaeological Society. Record Series vol．３５
１９０５）

１１ Index of Wills. Administrations, and Probate Acts, in the York Registry,
１６６０－１６６５ and also of The Unregistered Wills and the Probate Acts,
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Aug．１, １６３３－July３１, １６３４and etc.（The Yorkshire Archaeological Soci-
ety. Record Series vol．４９１９１３）

１２ Index of Wills, Administrations and Probate Acts in the York Registry
１６６６－１６７２（The Yorkshire Archaeological and Topographical Associa-
tion. Record Series vol．１６, １９２０）

１３ Index of Wills. Administrations, and Probate Acts, in the York Registry,
１６７３－１６８０ and also of The Unregistered Wills and etc.（The Yorkshire
Archaeological Society. Record Series vol．５８１９２６）

１４ Wills in the York Registry １６３６－１６５２（The Yorkshire Archaeological
and Topographical Association. Record Series vol．４１８８８）（annually ar-
ranged, by and large)

１５ Index to the Yorkshire Wills（Proved in London during the time of the
Commonwealth １６４９－６０）（The Yorkshire Archaeological and Topog-
raphical Association. Record Series vol．１１８８５）

Index of Wills etc. from the Dean and Chapter’s Court at York １３２１－１６３６
with Appendix of Original Wills １５２４－１７２４（The Yorkshire Archaeological
Society. Record Series vol．３８１９０７）

Appendix２: Inventories and Administrations
The annual numbers total of inventories in the Index Library Series

Inventories are documents which are supposed to be kept with the wills.
These are the lists of the movable（goods）principally after the death of the
testators. In spite of the numerous criticisms, inventories have been heavily
and extensively used as probate documents since local history classics such
as W. G. Hoskins’s comprehensive study on Wigston Magna, A. H. Alison’s
study on Sheep-Corn Husbandry in Norfork, or J. Thirsk’s series of Agrarian
History volumes.

However, the index of the inventories in the Index Library Series are
only parts of the volumes below and the total numbers are just１３，３００. As
inventories are supposed to be kept with the wills and the surviving numbers
are assumed to be around one million, this figure sounds too small. On this
matter I have asked scholars such as M. Overton who has developed the
reasearch further using these inventories, but they have not given certain
answers. In my experience the indexing inventories in the record offices are
not sufficiently systematic compared to the way wills have been catalogued.
There seems not to have been so much choice, except visiting the local
record offices or waiting for the results of database projects organised by all
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the record offices which are now in progress.
If a graph is made for the annual totals of inventories, it can be seen

there are twin peaks in the first half of the century and the first quarter of
the eighteenth century. This does not contradict the trend of the extant
wills. It would be safe to say they mirror each other and this period saw the
social or economic groups accumulating enough property to leave wills and
inventories in the following local areas.

７. Lichfield Wills & Administrations１５１０－１６５２
２２. Dorset Wills and Administrations１５６８－１７９９
３５. Wills and Administrations Exeter Principal Registry１５５９－１７９９
４６. Exeter Consistory Wills and Administrations１５３２－１８００
５０. Wills and Administrations at Canterbury１３９６－１５５８and１６４０－５０
５２. Wills and Administrations at Lincoln, Vol.３Administrations１５４０－１６５９
５３. Dorset Wills and Administrations, Vol.２
５７. Wills and Administrations at Lincoln, Vol.４Archdeaconry of Stow
７０. Northamptonshire Administrations１６７７－１７１０
７９. Wills at Chelmsford, Vol.２１６２０－１７２０
９２. Northamptonshire Administrations, from１７１０

Recently, M. Overton has discussed the inter relationship between pro-
duction and consumption in English Households in his collaborative work on
８，１０３probate inventories in Kent and Cornwall in the period of１６００－１７５０.２

He found the inventories are not necessarily biased to the richer groups in
particular in the local courts and so it can be said that these records are
sufficiently reliable to be representative.３

Overton estimated the number of inventories made were‘perhaps’two
million between the mid-sixteenth and the mid-eighteenth centuries.４ His
estimate seems to be based on the guess of J. S. Moore and T. Arkell cou-
pled with his own long experience.５ The latter’s guess is‘one million or so’
and P. Spufford’s estimate was more similar to his. However, the making of

２ M. Overton, J. Whittle, D., Dean and A. Hann, Production and Consumption in English
Households, １６００－１７５０.

３ Ibid., p.２２－６.
４ Ibid., p.１３.
５ J. S. Moore,‘Probate Inventories : Problems and Prospects’, in P. Riden ed., Probate

Records and the Local Community （Gloucester, １９８５）, pp.１６－７; T. Arkell,‘Interpreting
Probate Inventories’, in T. Arkell, et. al., eds., When Death do us Part , p.７２．
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a will and its survival are of course different matters and the investigation
into the survival of inventories requires more accumulation of Indices data.

The annual numbers total of administrations for the intestate in Index
Library Series

In theory, the history of intestates complements the history of wills,
and therefore it is within the scope of this study. So I have uncovered the
numbers of administrations for the intestates. First we must address the
issue of what the total number of１３２，４９４indicates ? However, graph shows
a concentration in the １６５０s, the Interregnum period. The outstanding
significance of the period is underlined by a sharp decline in the number of
inventories and illuminates the unproportional relationship between the ad-
ministrations for the intestates and the inventories. Nevertheless such a
finding requires further investigation, for the data is scattered across the
coutry in local record offices.

７. Lichfield Wills & Administrations１５１０－１６５２
２２. Dorset Wills and Administrations１５６８－１７９９
３５. Wills and Administrations Exeter Principal Registry１５５９－１７９９
５０. Wills and Administrations at Canterbury１３９６－１５５８and１６４０－５０
５２. Wills and Administrations at Lincoln, Vol.３Administrations１５４０－１６５９
５５. The Act Books of the Archbishop of Canterbury part１
５９. Cornwall and Devon in the Consistorial Archidiaconal Court of Cornwall

part２１７００－９９
６３. The Act Books of the Archbishops of Canterbury１６６３－１８５９part２
６４. Consistory Court at Chichester１５５５－１８００
７０. Northamptonshire Administrations１６７７－１７１０
７４. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Administrations, Vol.２１６５５－１６６０（A-

F）
７５. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Administrations, Vol.２１６５５－１６６０（G-

Z）
８３. Prerogative Court of Canterbury１６０９－１６１９
９２. Northamptonshire Administrations, from１７１０

１００. Prerogative Court of Canterbury Administrations, １６３１－１６４８
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year Women gentleman yeoman others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１５０１
１５０２
１５０３
１５０４
１５０５
１５０６
１５０７
１５０８
１５０９
１５１０
１５１１
１５１２
１５１３
１５１４
１５１５
１５１６
１５１７
１５１８
１５１９
１５２０
１５２１
１５２２
１５２３
１５２４
１５２５
１５２６
１５２７
１５２８
１５２９
１５３０
１５３１
１５３２
１５３３
１５３４
１５３５
１５３６
１５３７
１５３８
１５３９
１５４０
１５４１
１５４２
１５４３
１５４４
１５４５
１５４６
１５４７
１５４８
１５４９
１５５０
１５５１
１５５２

１
２
０
９
５
１
０
１
０
０
０
４
０
０
０
２
１
６
１
３
２
０
０
２
０
２
１
４
２
６
０
０
０
３
３
１
５
１
１
５
１
２
１
１
７
１
１
１
３
３
１

１８
８
１９
３４
３２
３２
２２
３２
２６
２０
１３
１５
１７
１４
１４
２０
２１
７
１０
１７
１６
１８
１９
１４
２０
１９
１７
２１
１５
９
１２
１９
１８
１２
１７
２１
１７
３７
２４
３８
２２
４２
２１
４０
３７
４１
４４
４２
４６
６５
６６
５５

１
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０

２４
２６
２６
４０
５４
３２
２４
４０
２９
３３
１７
１２
１３
１５
２１
２０
２０
１３
１４
１７
１９
１５
１７
２３
１９
１４
１４
１９
１１
２１
１６
１７
１７
２０
１８
２２
３１
３２
１７
３２
２４
２０
１９
２１
２６
３０
２６
２２
１８
２８
２９
３２

３０３
２５０
２９０
４１５
４４８
３４０
２６４
３７５
３６４
２８８
２０５
１５７
２３７
１７７
１９８
１６４
２１６
１５８
１６３
１４９
２３１
１８５
２２５
２２７
２１５
１９３
２１７
２８２
２０６
１６９
１５２
１４６
１５８
１６９
２００
２１５
２４７
３１７
３３７
３８２
２３９
２１４
２１４
２７６
３２７
３１５
３３７
２７６
２８８
４１７
５４６
４００

４３
３６
４５
８３
９１
６５
４６
７３
５５
５３
３０
３１
３０
２９
３５
４３
４２
２６
２５
３７
３７
３３
３６
３９
３９
３５
３２
４４
２８
３６
２８
３６
３５
３５
３８
４４
５３
７０
４２
７５
４７
６４
４１
６２
７０
７２
７１
６５
６７
９６
９６
８７

４２
３４
４５
７４
８６
６４
４６
７２
５５
５３
３０
２７
３０
２９
３５
４１
４１
２０
２４
３４
３５
３３
３６
３７
３９
３３
３１
４０
２６
３０
２８
３６
３５
３２
３５
４３
４８
６９
４１
７０
４６
６２
４０
６１
６３
７１
７０
６４
６４
９３
９５
８７

２６０
２１４
２４５
３３２
３５７
２７５
２１８
３０２
３０９
２３５
１７５
１２６
２０７
１４８
１６３
１２１
１７４
１３２
１３８
１１２
１９４
１５２
１８９
１８８
１７６
１５８
１８５
２３８
１７８
１３３
１２４
１１０
１２３
１３４
１６２
１７１
１９４
２４７
２９５
３０７
１９２
１５０
１７３
２１４
２５７
２４３
２６６
２１１
２２１
３２１
４５０
３１３

Appendix Table２－１ Wills proved in the Prerogative Court of Canterbury :
１５０１－１６７０ �
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１５５３
１５５４
１５５５
１５５６
１５５７
１５５８
１５５９
１５６０
１５６１
１５６２
１５６３
１５６４
１５６５
１５６６
１５６７
１５６８
１５６９
１５７０
１５７１
１５７２
１５７３
１５７４
１５７５
１５７６
１５７７
１５７８
１５７９
１５８０
１５８１
１５８２
１５８３
１５８４
１５８５
１５８６
１５８７
１５８８
１５８９
１５９０
１５９１
１５９２
１５９３
１５９４
１５９５
１５９６
１５９７
１５９８
１５９９
１６００
１６０１
１６０２
１６０３
１６０４
１６０５

２
３
１
６
５
２６
８６
３９
１８
３２
４３
３２
２４
２８
２３
２１
２９
３７
３８
３５
２４
４７
３２
３０
３５
２６
３０
４１
３６
３１
３２
３８
４５
４６
４２
４６
５４
３６
４７
２７
４６
３１
５１
４９
８４
８４
７６
５４
３６
４１
２４
８３
９２

４１
４５
３１
５６
１０１
１８７
１３５
９５
６１
６１
５６
４７
５８
７０
７２
７４
７５
８５
９７
９２
８３
７８
７５
１１１
１２５
９４
９６
１２０
１０４
９６
６１
１３６
１３０
１２２
１７４
１４５
１４８
１８２
１７５
１５５
１６９
１１７
１５２
１４３
１８２
１７７
１８７
１４４
１５４
１５９
１２
１６８
１８３

０
１
０
０
０
０
２
１
１
２
２

３
２
１０
３
２
７
８
１２
８
８
１７
１７
１８
１４
２０
２５
２６
２２
７
１５
２４
２６
３８
２０
１６
２８
１４
８
８
３
４
８

１１７
１５７
１５４
１３４
２
１
６

１５６
１５９

１
０
０
０
０
１
２
０
０
０
１
１
１
４
０
１
０
５
０
０
２
４
１
１
８
５
１６
５
５
４
１
０
１
０
１
１
１８
５０
３９
３０
０
０
０
４９
４７

１
０
０
１
０
０
１
０
０
０
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
２
１
１
１
０
０
０
３
１

１７
２１
１５
２１
４０
８８
９６
６１
６８
３７
９５
４４
４２
４０
３５
４４
４６
８３
５２
４７
４９
６２
６７
５８
８１
７８
４８
７５
６２
５５
４２
７８
７２
７５
８６
７８
９４
６２
５５
１０９
１４６
６１
６６
４６
１６２
１８２
１２６
１０８
９６
７５
３６
１２８
２０８

２９２
３２３
２８１
４０９
６９７
１１６０
９８７
５３１
３８６
４２１
５２４
３７３
３３２
３８３
３９０
４５１
４３２
５８９
５９１
５６２
５５２
６１３
６３６
６３９
７０７
６３４
５６６
６２２
６４０
６５９
７６８
７５６
７０５
７８７
１０６１
８１５
８８９
９３４
１０５２
１０７９
１０９８
６９８
８８０
９７３
１３０８
１０６２
９６３
８２２
７７０
９２０
１３４５
１１６５
９７８

６０
７０
４７
８３
１４６
３０１
３１９
１９６
１４９
１３２
１９６
１２３
１２７
１４１
１４２
１４２
１５２
２１３
１９６
１８７
１６６
１９９
１９１
２１８
２５９
２１７
１９４
２６２
２３０
２０８
１４３
２６８
２７９
２７４
３５６
２９４
３１７
３１３
２９２
２９９
３７０
２１２
２７４
２４７
５６５
６５１
５８３
４７１
２８８
２７６
７８
５８７
６９０

５８
６７
４６
７７
１４１
２７５
２３３
１５７
１３１
１００
１５３
９１
１０３
１１３
１１９
１２１
１２３
１７６
１５８
１５２
１４２
１５２
１５９
１８８
２２４
１９１
１６４
２２１
１９４
１７７
１１１
２３０
２３４
２２８
３１４
２４８
２６３
２７７
２４５
２７２
３２４
１８１
２２３
１９８
４８１
５６７
５０７
４１７
２５２
２３５
５４
５０４
５９８

２３２
２５３
２３４
３２６
５５１
８５９
６６８
３３５
２３７
２８９
３２８
２５０
２０５
２４２
２４８
３０９
２８０
３７６
３９５
３７５
３８６
４１４
４４５
４２１
４４８
４１７
３７２
３６０
４１０
４５１
６２５
４８８
４２６
５１３
７０５
５２１
５７２
６２１
７６０
７８０
７２８
４８６
６０６
７２６
７４３
４１１
３８０
３５１
４８２
６４４
１２６７
５７８
２８８

�
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１６０６
１６０７
１６０８
１６０９
１６１０
１６１１
１６１２
１６１３
１６１４
１６１５
１６１６
１６１７
１６１８
１６１９
１６２０
１６２１
１６２２
１６２３
１６２４
１６２５
１６２６
１６２７
１６２８
１６２９
１６５３
１６５４
１６５５
１６５６
１６５７
１６５８
１６５９
１６６０
１６６１
１６６２
１６６３
１６６４
１６６５
１６６６
１６６７
１６６８
１６６９
１６７０

９５
７８
１０４
１０４
１２１
１０１
１３３
１３２
１３７
１３４
１３６
１５２
１５８
１３６
１４３
１３３
１４２
１５７
１９０
２４３
２６７
２０１
１４２
１６９
６２６
８６８
７８７
７７５
１１１７
１４２５
１１４９
６７４
３４６
２８２
２７３
２３１
３６４
３４４
２９９
２９０
３２６
３１９

２０２
２０７
２４７
１９４
２３７
２６８
２６８
３０２
２５７
２５１
３０１
２６５
２１１
２４３
２１９
１９１
２０１
２４１
２５４
２８６
３５４
３０５
２８４
２３４
４８０
６１１
５０４
５３７
７５２
９７７
７５３
５３１
４１８
３４９
３３２
２９３
２３６
３２８
３７４
３６５
３４０
３９８

１９７
１６８
１８６
１７８
１４６
１３２
２３０
２７３
２５４
２６３
２６１
２３５
２７７
２４４
１８２
２０３
１９５
２２８
２０６
２２７
２９１
２７７
２２１
２２８
９８６
１３５６
１２１３
１１１１
１７８５
２５３４
１９８６
９６２
３１３
２４４
２１６
１５５
１１８
１５４
１６５
１７２
２０６
２１２

５２
３５
３８
４７
６４
６０
７８
６５
７１
６４
７９
７７
８０
６１
５５
３５
４６
５６
５１
５３
４８
６５
４５
５３
２８５
３４８
３６２
３０７
５１０
６７２
５６５
２３４
４３
３４
３２
１９
１４
１３
１７
１６
２５
１５

２
１
２
０
４
３
２
０
５
２
９
４
９
７
４
２
１
３
４
３
８
２
２
３
３８
３４
４１
３５
７６
９６
６３
３０
８
３
５
１
４
１
１
２
１
３

２５４
１９９
２７３
３３６
２８０
２７７
３２７
３６２
３４５
２９５
３５８
３９０
３９２
３２９
３２７
３３３
３４４
４０６
４２９
６９５
５６７
３８９
３８８
３５０
２１１０
２７７７
２５０６
２５１６
１７９４
２１８７
１８１５
１１０２
７８８
６１０
５７１
５３８
９３５
８４２
７０１
５８４
６０６
６６７

１１０８
９５６
１１０５
１２００
１２５９
１２４１
１３７６
１４５４
１３９９
１３１８
１４９１
１５３９
１５６７
１２９６
１３２９
１２３４
１１３３
１５００
１５０５
１９６１
２０１３
１６７９
１４３５
１３７６
５２０５
６９６０
６４９０
６２５７
７４３４
９５１３
７６４９
４２７３
２３１３
１８３０
１６６７
１４７４
２０８６
２１４５
１８４２
１７２４
１７５８
１９０２

８０２
６８８
８５０
８５９
８５２
８４１
１０３８
１１３４
１０６９
１００９
１１４４
１１２３
１１２７
１０２０
９３０
８９７
９２９
１０９１
１１３４
１５０７
１５３５
１２３９
１０８２
１０３７
４５２５
５９９４
５４１３
５２８１
６０３４
７８９１
６３３１
３５３３
１９１６
１５２２
１４２９
１２３７
１６７１
１６８２
１５５７
１４２９
１５０４
１６１４

７０７
６１０
７４６
７５５
７３１
７４０
９０５
１００２
９３２
８７５
１００８
９７１
９６９
８８４
７８７
７６４
７８７
９３４
９４４
１２６４
１２６８
１０３８
９４０
８６８
３８９９
５１２６
４６２６
４５０６
４９１７
６４６６
５１８２
２８５９
１５７０
１２４０
１１５６
１００６
１３０７
１３３８
１２５８
１１３９
１１７８
１２９５

３０６
２６８
２５５
３４１
４０７
４００
３３８
３２０
３３０
３０９
３４７
４１６
４４０
２７６
３９９
３３７
２０４
４０９
３７１
４５４
４７８
４４０
３５３
３３９
６８０
９６６
１０７７
９７６
１４００
１６２２
１３１８
７４０
３９７
３０８
２３８
２３７
４１５
４６３
２８５
２９５
２５４
２８８
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１５１４
１５１５
１５１６
１５１７
１５１８
１５１９
１５２０
１５２１
１５２２
１５２３
１５２４
１５２５
１５２６
１５２７
１５２８
１５２９
１５３０
１５３１
１５３２
１５３３
１５３４
１５３５
１５３６
１５３７
１５３８
１５３９
１５４０
１５４１
１５４２
１５４３
１５４４
１５４５
１５４６
１５４７
１５４８
１５４９
１５５０
１５５１
１５５２
１５５３
１５５４
１５５５
１５５６
１５５７
１５５８
１５５９
１５６０
１５６１
１５６２
１５６３
１５６４
１５６５

１
５
２
９
５
６
８
１８
６
８
５
６
５
１０
１４
６
７
１１
８
９
６
１１
１４
１５
２２
１２
２３
３７
２５
２１
１３
３１
５０
３６
２３
２９
３２
３８
３７
２７
２２
２０
５８
１２６
１７６
５４
５５
４１
３６
３７
２９
２９

２
６
５
７
７
５
１０
１０
４
３
６
１０
４
６
１１
８
３
１０
５
６
１３
４
３
１１
１４
５
１６
１２
１６
１１
８
１２
１３
６
１６
７
９
２２
１０
１
１０
９
２５
４３
４４
１９
１９
１４
１１
１４
９
１４

１
０
０
０
１
０
４
２
２
１
１
１
０
１
４
３
４
２
４
２
４
４
５
４
８
１６
５
１０
８
６
２１
１６
４
９
１０
１５
１６
１８
９
１３
１１
２３
５７
６６
２４
２５
２３
２２
２７
１７
１６

１
１
５
２
７
８
３７
８
４
６
８
１３
９
１８
２１
７
７
１５
１５
２２
２０
１７
３０
２７
３０
５９
５１
６０
３５
３３
８０
１１０
５３
４４
４１
４３
７４
７７
６０
３９
４３
９７
２２４
３３２
１０９
１２９
６１
６６
７３
５７
５６

１
０
０
０
０
１
０
０
０
４
２
１
２
０
３
３
３
３
５
６
６
４
１
３
５
１１
１９
３３
１３
２１
１１
１０
３
６
４

３
１８
１１
１２
１１
８
２８
５０
２３
２２
２０
１３
１６
１７
２３
２５
１４
２５
１７
３９
２６
２８
２２
２２
３１
３５
５８
５１
３６
２７
２３
６３
６３
３５
４０
４５
４７
９２
５２
３４
５１
４９
７９
１６３
２３３
４８
７７
５０
６２
７０
４１
６０

９４
９８
８０
１３６
８２
１０２
２３０
４９０
２０６
１３７
１３９
１６１
１８０
１６３
２３８
２１３
１２７
２０６
１５９
２４２
２２２
２１６
２０４
３１０
３１０
２８５
５６１
５０３
４６０
４０３
２５１
６９１
７７０
４６２
４１３
３９２
４４３
６９５
５７９
３７１
４１６
３８６
７７２
１７１３
２２７９
７１２
８２３
５０３
５８３
５７５
３９７
４５６

６
３１
１９
３３
２５
２７
５４
１１９
４３
３９
３８
３８
３９
４２
６７
６４
３４
５８
４７
７３
６９
６７
６１
８３
９８
９０
１７６
１５８
１４８
１０４
８３
２１０
２５５
１３７
１３５
１３７
１５２
２４８
１９８
１３２
１３８
１３７
２９３
６３２
８８４
２６７
３２６
２００
２０７
２２４
１５９
１７９

５
２６
１７
２４
２０
２１
４６
１０１
３７
３１
３３
３２
３４
３２
５３
５８
２７
４７
３９
６４
６３
５６
４７
６８
７６
７８
１５３
１２１
１２３
８３
７０
１７９
２０５
１０１
１１２
１０８
１２０
２１０
１６１
１０５
１１６
１１７
２３５
５０６
７０８
２１３
２７１
１５９
１７１
１８７
１３０
１５０

８８
６７
６１
１０３
５７
７５
１７６
３７１
１６３
９８
１０１
１２３
１４１
１２１
１７１
１４９
９３
１４８
１１２
１６９
１５３
１４９
１４３
２２７
２１２
１９５
３８５
３４５
３１２
２９９
１６８
４８１
５１５
３２５
２７８
２５５
２９１
４４６
３８１
２２９
２７８
２４９
４７９
１０８１
１３９５
４４５
４９７
３０３
３７６
３５１
２３８
２７７
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１５６６
１５６７
１５６８
１５６９
１５７０
１５７１
１５７２
１５７３
１５７４
１５７５
１５７６
１５７７
１５７８
１５７９
１５８０
１５８１
１５８２
１５８３
１５８４
１５８５
１５８６
１５８７
１５８８
１５８９
１５９０
１５９１
１５９２
１５９３
１５９４
１５９５
１５９６
１５９７
１５９８
１５９９
１６００
１６０１
１６０２
１６０３
１６０４
１６０５
１６０６
１６０７
１６０８
１６０９
１６１０
１６１１
１６１２
１６１３
１６１４
１６１５
１６１６
１６１７
１６１８

４０
４４
３５
３７
６９
６４
５９
４３
３５
４７
５６
６５
６０
５２
６５
７０
７１
５８
６５
６２
７４
１０７
１１２
６８
８７
１３２
１０５
１０４
６０
７９
５８
１３５
１２０
９１
８６
８５
１０３
９７
９７
１１０
８８
８８
１１６
７５
１２９
９７
１０４
１０２
１４６
７５
１２５
１３３
１１６

１１
２３
７
８
８
１２
１９
２３
８
１４
１５
１６
２５
１３
１４
１２
１４
１５
１８
１７
１８
３８
３２
１９
２５
１７
２４
１４
２１
１８
１９
２０
３３
２６
２０
２１
２０
２６
２０
２７
２３
２１
１９
２１
２９
２６
２８
２７
３１
２５
２７
３４
３１

１４
２２
２０
２８
３５
３２
３５
４３
２６
３９
３７
２９
５０
４５
５６
４３
５３
５２
５１
５９
６３
８８
９２
７７
７７
１１４
１０１
８０
７５
５７
６６
９６
８６
６８
５８
８３
９８
１１０
８４
８０
１０５
８３
１０５
８９
１３７
１１０
１２１
１４９
１３１
１１６
１７１
１６０
１４３

８１
１０９
７５
６０
１１２
１０６
１０５
８７
９８
９０
８０
７１
９１
７５
１２６
１０１
１０３
１１５
１０３
１００
１２９
１４５
１８４
１４１
１０９
１７７
１６５
１３９
７７
９９
８７
１５０
１５８
１０４
１００
１１４
１５３
１０５
８９
１０１
９８
１０７
１０５
１２６
１３６
１０５
１０３
１２０
１４４
１０３
１３１
１２８
１１９

１２
１１
８
１１
１２
１１
１５
２２
７
１６
１３
１１
２１
１０
２３
１３
１８
２１
１９
２０
２４
３０
３２
３３
３７
５６
３１
２５
１６
３６
３０
５３
６１
２９
３６
４７
４９
３３
２２
３０
４２
３７
５５
２５
３９
３３
４５
６５
５６
４４
４９
４６
４５

６５
７５
４７
５５
８７
８３
８０
７９
５２
９３
７３
９１
８８
６３
１０５
９６
８５
８４
７４
１００
１０５
１２４
１３７
１３１
１２２
１４８
１１６
１３０
９７
９５
８９
１５３
１４７
１１１
１０６
１０３
１３９
８７
１４３
１５０
１２６
１２１
１４７
１２５
１６７
１３５
１６２
１６５
１７８
１３７
１８３
２１１
１６２

５５３
６６５
４９３
４７１
６６７
７６７
７１３
６４５
５１９
６４７
６００
６１８
６７３
５５５
７２９
６８４
６７７
６５３
６３４
６８２
７６７
１００２
１０５４
８１８
８０６
１１０３
９３８
８７５
５９２
７０１
６０８
１０２６
１０１５
７１９
６７４
７３２
８８３
７７４
７９８
８２６
７５２
６９３
８１０
７４９
９６７
７８１
７２５
９９５
１１１２
７９７
１０２９
１０６３
９１８

２２３
２８４
１９２
１９９
３２３
３０８
３１３
２９７
２２６
２９９
２７４
２８３
３３５
２５８
３８９
３３５
３４４
３４５
３３０
３５８
４１３
５３２
５８９
４６９
４５７
６４４
５４２
４９２
３４６
３８４
３４９
６０７
６０５
４２９
４０６
４５３
５６２
４５８
４５５
４９８
４８２
４５７
５４７
４６１
６３７
５０６
５６３
６２８
６８６
５００
６８６
７１２
６１６

１８３
２４０
１５７
１６２
２５４
２４４
２５４
２５４
１９１
２５２
２１８
２１８
２７５
２０６
３２４
２６５
２７３
２８７
２６５
２９６
３３９
４２５
４７７
４０１
３７０
５１２
４３７
３８８
２８６
３０５
２９１
４７２
４８５
３３８
３２０
３６８
４５９
３６１
３５８
３８８
３９４
３６９
４３１
３８６
５０８
４０９
４５９
５２６
５４０
４２５
５６１
５７９
５００

３３０
３８１
３０１
２７２
３４４
４５９
４００
３４８
２９３
３４８
３２６
３３５
３３８
２９７
３４０
３４９
３３３
３０８
２９１
３２４
３５４
４６６
４６５
３４９
３４９
４５９
３９６
３８３
２４６
３１７
２５６
４１９
４１０
２９０
２６８
２７９
３２１
３１６
３４３
３２８
２７０
２３６
２６３
２８８
３３０
２７５
２７４
３６７
４２６
２９７
３４３
３５１
３０２
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１６１９
１６２０
１６２１
１６２２
１６２３
１６２４
１６２５
１６２６
１６２７
１６２８
１６２９
１６３０
１６６０
１６６１
１６６２
１６６３
１６６４
１６６５
１６６６
１６６７
１６６８
１６６９
１６７０
１６７１
１６７２
１６７３
１６７４
１６７５
１６７６
１６７７
１６７８
１６７９
１６８０

８９
８９
８９
８８
１４９
１０２
１３２
１００
９８
９８
９４
１００
４３
９９
１０５
９６
６７
８７
８３
１１１
１１９
１２１
１５９
１２０
１０９
７３
７０
９０
８７
８１
１１２
１３８
１５４

３２
３２
３９
３２
４６
３１
２６
３５
３２
２８
２２
３１
２６
５０
４９
３４
３２
３５
３５
４９
５５
６３
６８
５２
３７
５２
６２
５３
４０
３７
５４
５０
６９

１０９
１３６
１２２
１１８
１４５
１６８
１５３
１２５
１４３
１３０
１０８
１２５
９４
２３５
２００
１８３
１１５
１３２
１４４
１３１
２０５
１９６
２２３
１８８
１８４
１３６
１３８
１４９
１４２
１４６
１４４
１７４
２１０

８５
８５
５９
６７
７５
１０３
９４
８３
９７
８４
８３
８７
５５
１２９
８３
５３
５０
６１
４７
６１
８２
７２
９８
１０４
７８
５８
５０
５４
５６
５４
６７
８６
７２

３４
４７
４１
２５
２９
２８
３２
４２
３７
３４
２６
２３
８
３７
２６
１４
７
１３
１８
１４
１５
２２
１６
２３
１４
１２
８
１４
９
５
１２
１９
１６

１２５
１５０
１２４
１４３
１６２
１３７
１５０
１２８
９３
１１９
１２６
１３３
７５
１８７
１７７
１７３
１１８
１２４
１４０
１６５
２０７
２０６
２２２
２１５
１７２
１４７
１４２
１７５
１５７
１４８
１８０
１９５
２１６

７２５
８５２
６８９
７０１
８８５
８４２
８７８
７８７
７６６
７３１
６９９
７１９
３４８
８４３
７３９
６４５
４４９
５０５
５６９
６５５
８７７
８６１
９８４
８６１
７７５
６１８
５８６
６７９
６１３
６０７
６９７
８２７
８８９

４７４
５３９
４７４
４７３
６０６
５６９
５８７
５１３
５００
４９３
４５９
４９９
３０１
７３７
６４０
５５３
３８９
４５２
４６７
５３１
６８３
６８０
７８６
７０２
５９４
４７８
４７０
５３５
４９１
４７１
５６９
６６２
７３７

３８５
４５０
３８５
３８５
４５７
４６７
４５５
４１３
４０２
３９５
３６５
３９９
２５８
６３８
５３５
４５７
３２２
３６５
３８４
４２０
５６４
５５９
６２７
５８２
４８５
４０５
４００
４４５
４０４
３９０
４５７
５２４
５８３

２５１
３１３
２１５
２２８
２７９
２７３
２９１
２７４
２６６
２３８
２４０
２２０
８２
２４３
１７５
１５４
９３
１４１
１０２
１２４
１９４
１８１
１９８
１５９
１８１
１４０
１１６
１４４
１２２
１３６
１２８
１６５
１５２
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１４８０
１４８１
１４８２
１４８３
１４８４
１４８５
１４８６
１４８７
１４８８
１４８９
１４９０
１４９１
１４９２
１４９３
１４９４
１４９５
１４９６
１４９７
１４９８
１４９９
１５００
１５０１
１５０２
１５０３
１５０４
１５０５
１５０６
１５０７
１５０８
１５０９
１５１０
１５１１
１５１２
１５１３
１５１４
１５１５
１５１６
１５１７
１５１８
１５１９
１５２１
１５２２
１５２３
１５２４
１５２５
１５２６
１５２７
１５２８
１５２９
１５３０
１５３１
１５３２

５
０
４
３
２
５
１
３
４
２
７
２
１
１
０
０
０
１
０
４
４
５
８
１１
９
４
２
２
５
３
１
２
５
７
４
１
６
１０
６
４
１０
８
７
４
４
３
７
１１
６
８
７

１
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
０
０
０
１
０
１
１
０
１
０
０
１
１
０
０
１
０
１
０
０
１
１
０
１
１
１
０
０
０

１
１
０
０
０
０
０
１
１
１
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
３
０
３
１
２
２
０
０
０
２
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
１
１
０
０
０
０
３
２
３
４
２

１
１
１
０
１
０
１
１
１
１
２
１
０
０
１
０
０
０
０
３
０
０
２
４
２
０
２
２
１
１
１
０
１
３
０
２
０
４
１
５
４
０
０
０
２
１
３
８
３
３
２

１
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
０
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
２
０
１
０
１

１
１
１
０
２
０
１
１
１
１
２
１
１
０
１
０
０
０
０
３
０
１
２
７
２
０
２
２
１
１
１
０
１
３
０
２
０
４
１
６
４
０
０
２
２
１
７
１０
４
３
５

１６
３２
３２
２５
５０
４２
２１
３４
３２
１７
４０
３９
４１
１９
１１
８
７
０
１
２
１５
６１
９９
８７
１５１
５７
４０
２４
４４
３８
３７
３０
３４
２７
４９
４２
１９
５５
１１５
２１
７７
８９
４４
５０
５７
３４
２１
１０３
８７
１０６
１０１
９２

８
３
６
３
６
５
３
６
７
５
１３
４
３
１
２
０
０
１
０
１３
４
１１
１３
２５
１５
５
６
７
１０
５
４
２
７
１４
５
５
６
１９
８
１８
１９
９
８
７
８
６
２３
３２
１７
１８
１７

３
３
２
０
４
０
２
３
３
３
６
２
２
０
２
０
０
０
０
９
０
６
５
１４
６
１
４
５
５
２
３
０
２
７
１
４
０
９
２
１４
９
１
１
３
４
３
１６
２１
１１
１０
１０

１６
２４
２９
１９
４７
３６
１６
３１
２６
１０
３５
２６
３７
１６
１０
６
７
０
０
２
２
５７
８８
７４
１２６
４２
３５
１８
３７
２８
３２
２６
３２
２０
３５
３７
１４
４９
９６
１３
５９
７０
３５
４２
５０
２６
１５
８０
５５
８９
８３
７５
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１５３３
１５３４
１５３５
１５３６
１５３７
１５３８
１５３９
１５４０
１５４１
１５４２
１５４３
１５４４
１５４５
１５４６
１５４７
１５４８
１５４９
１５５０
１５５１
１５５２
１５５３
１５５４
１５５５
１５５６
１５５７
１５５８
１５５９
１５６０
１５６１
１５６２
１５６３
１５６４
１５６５
１５６６
１５６７
１５６８
１５６９
１５７０
１５７１
１５７２
１５７３
１５７４
１５７５
１５７６
１５７７
１５７８
１５７９
１５８０
１５８１
１５８２
１５８３
１５８４
１５８５

９
５
９
７
９
９
１１
２５
１１
１４
１６
１４
１７
２０
１３
１１
１７
２６
２５
３６
２４
２２
２１
２３
５６
６０
３９
３５
２４
１３
１０
２２
１２
３０
２５
３９
３２
５０
５１
４６
３９
３７
２７
３２
３３
２３
３１
３３
３８
３９
３８
５１
５０

１
０
０
１
０
０
０
２
４
２
４
４
２
４
０
２
３
２
１
２
２
２
１
１
４
０
２
１
２
１
０
１
０
０
１
３
３
３
１
１
１
２
３
５
３
３
０
６
１
４
０
３
１

３
７
２
６
４
４
４
３
６
５
８
１０
１１
９
１４
１０
１４
１９
２３
１６
８
２３
１５
２４
３１
２９
２６
２０
１３
９
６
１０
１５
１３
１５
１６
１９
２６
４１
３２
２２
４８
２１
３８
２９
３５
２８
３１
３８
４０
３７
４５
３２

５
３
２
４
０
７
５
４
６
６
５
９
８
１１
７
７
９
２０
２６
２７
２２
１８
２４
３５
３７
４２
３３
２９
２６
１４
１５
１５
１３
２８
３６
３１
４２
２９
５５
３３
３４
５２
２９
３５
３９
３８
２０
３５
３３
５２
５９
４５
５５

０
０
０
０
１
２
０
１
１
０
０
１
１
１
０
０
０
０
３
１
１
１
１
３
２
７
８
４
１
１
３
１
１
１
５
１０
５
５
８
５
６
６
４
３
５
２
３
７
７
８
９
８
９

５
３
２
４
１
９
５
７
７
６
５
１０
９
１２
７
９
９
２０
２９
３０
２３
１９
２５
３８
３９
５１
４１
３９
２９
１５
２０
１６
１４
３１
４３
４７
４９
４４
６９
４４
４４
６８
３３
３８
４８
５２
２９
４４
４８
７０
７０
５５
６８

１１７
９４
１０５
９１
１２０
１４８
９１
２００
１５１
１４９
１５９
１３９
２０２
１５８
１２２
１０６
１４５
２７３
２５７
２３３
１８１
２２２
２１２
３３９
４６２
４８１
３６７
３５１
２０８
１４７
１８１
１７３
１９１
２５１
２６５
２５５
２６５
３１１
４０２
３０３
２９７
３１７
２４７
２７１
２５１
２５４
１８２
２２０
２５１
３４６
２９６
３２３
４０５

２３
１８
１５
２２
１５
３１
２５
４２
３５
３３
３８
４８
４８
５７
４１
３９
５２
８７
１０７
１１２
８０
８５
８７
１２４
１６９
１８９
１４９
１２８
９５
５３
５４
６５
５５
１０３
１２５
１４６
１５０
１５７
２２５
１６１
１４６
２１３
１１７
１５１
１５７
１５３
１１１
１５６
１６５
２１３
２１３
２０７
２１５

１４
１３
６
１５
６
２２
１４
１７
２４
１９
２２
３４
３１
３７
２８
２８
３５
６１
８２
７６
５６
６３
６６
１０１
１１３
１２９
１１０
９３
７１
４０
４４
４３
４３
７３
１００
１０７
１１８
１０７
１７４
１１５
１０７
１７６
９０
１１９
１２４
１３０
８０
１２３
１２７
１７４
１７５
１５６
１６５

９４
７６
９０
６９
１０５
１１７
６６
１５８
１１６
１１６
１２１
９１
１５４
１０１
８１
６７
９３
１８６
１５０
１２１
１０１
１３７
１２５
２１５
２９３
２９２
２１８
２２３
１１３
９４
１２７
１０８
１３６
１４８
１４０
１０９
１１５
１５４
１７７
１４２
１５１
１０４
１３０
１２０
９４
１０１
７１
６４
８６
１３３
８３
１１６
１９０
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１５８６
１５８７
１５８８
１５８９
１５９０
１５９１
１５９２
１５９３
１５９４
１５９５
１５９６
１５９７
１５９８
１５９９
１６００
１６０１
１６０２
１６０３
１６０４
１６０５
１６０６
１６０７
１６０８
１６０９
１６１０
１６１１
１６１２
１６１３
１６１４
１６１５
１６１６
１６１７
１６１８
１６１９
１６２０
１６２１
１６２２
１６２３
１６２４
１６２５
１６２６
１６２７
１６２８
１６２９
１６３０
１６３１
１６３２
１６３３
１６３４
１６３５
１６３６
１６３７
１６３８

３７
５４
６５
７２
５３
５７
５８
５９
４９
３８
４９
７１
４２
６０
６７
４６
４９
４９
３０
３７
４９
３７
４９
５７
５６
５３
８０
７０
６２
３９
９０
７２
６４
４６
６６
４０
５２
７８
５５
１１０
９９
７４
５９
５３
５８
７０
６１
５５
５４
８０
５１
４９
９８

５
１
６
２
５
７
６
３
５
７
４
８
５
２
５
４
８
１２
７
５
４
３
６
８
５
６
６
７
８
６
１１
７
６
６
９
８
４
８
８
１６
９
１０
８
６
１２
６
１１
１２
９
８
１０
１３
１８

３７
５０
６４
６４
４５
８３
５６
８４
５０
４７
５０
６５
５６
４５
８３
５６
７２
４４
５７
６６
６９
５１
７３
７７
４４
７６
７３
１０１
８７
６４
７１
１０７
７４
９５
７０
７５
６７
９１
９０
１４９
１２２
９３
６９
７３
７８
８４
８４
８７
６５
８３
７１
８３
１５０

３８
７３
４７
４５
４７
７３
３９
６８
５６
５０
４９
６７
５１
５６
６４
４８
６４
５９
３８
４０
５０
５２
４９
４７
４８
７２
８０
７６
８０
３７
１０６
７７
６５
８２
４２
３８
５２
４７
４６
８９
６７
６７
４０
４３
５０
５４
５９
５２
４７
５０
３９
４２
６８

６
７
１０
５
９
１１
６
１９
８
４
７
１７
１９
１１
１１
５
１１
８
４
２
９
４
８
５
６
９
１２
５
５
６
８
１０
８
２
６
９
４
７
８
１０
１
４
２
５
１
３
２
５
４
５
２
１
５

４６
８８
５７
５４
６０
９４
４９
９１
６４
５４
６４
９０
７２
６９
７７
５３
７５
７３
４２
４６
６１
５８
５７
５２
６０
８１
９２
８１
８７
４３
１１４
８７
７５
８４
４８
４９
５８
５６
５４
１０１
７０
７１
４２
５０
５３
６１
６１
５７
５１
５７
４１
４５
７３

２５６
３８０
４０２
３４９
３５１
４９３
３３２
４８２
３２８
３０３
３２６
４２８
３０７
３４７
４０７
２９７
３６７
３３０
２５４
２７０
３７５
２６２
３２５
３５５
３６５
４２３
４２６
４３５
４２８
２７４
５４０
４７０
３７３
４０８
３６４
２７８
３１１
４０２
３４８
６０９
５１６
４１９
３０９
３１９
３２４
３５３
３６５
３６０
２７７
３６０
３０７
２９６
５５９

１６９
２７３
２４９
２４２
２１９
３２５
２１４
３２４
２３２
２００
２２３
３１８
２４５
２４３
３０７
２１２
２７９
２４５
１７８
１９６
２４２
２０５
２４２
２４６
２１９
２９７
３４３
３４０
３２９
１９５
４００
３６０
２９２
３１５
２４１
２１９
２３７
２８７
２６１
４７５
３６８
３１９
２２０
２３０
２５２
２７８
２７８
２６８
２３０
２８３
２１４
２３３
４１２

１３２
２１９
１８４
１７０
１６６
２６８
１５６
２６５
１８３
１６２
１７４
２４７
２０３
１８３
２４０
１６６
２３０
１９６
１４８
１５９
１９３
１６８
１９３
１８９
１６３
２４４
２６３
２７０
２６７
１５６
３１０
２８８
２２８
２６９
１７５
１７９
１８５
２０９
２０６
３６５
２６９
２４５
１６１
１７７
１９４
２０８
２１７
２１３
１７６
２０３
１６３
１８４
３１４

８７
１０７
１５３
１０７
１３２
１６８
１１８
１５８
９６
１０３
１０３
１１０
６２
１０４
１００
８５
８８
８５
７６
７４
１３３
５７
８３
１０９
１４６
１２６
８３
９５
９９
７９
１４０
１１０
８１
９３
１２３
５９
７４
１１５
８７
１３４
１４８
１００
８９
８９
７２
７５
８７
９２
４７
７７
９３
６３
１４７
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１６３９
１６４０
１６４１
１６４２
１６４３
１６４４
１６４５
１６４６
１６４７
１６４８
１６４９
１６５０
１６５１
１６５２
１６５３
１６５４
１６５５
１６５６
１６５７
１６５８
１６５９
１６６０
１６６１
１６６２
１６６３
１６６４
１６６５
１６６６
１６６７
１６６８
１６６９
１６７０
１６７１
１６７２
１６７３
１６７４
１６７５
１６７６
１６７７
１６７８
１６７９
１６８０
１６８１
１６８２
１６８３
１６８４
１６８５
１６８６
１６８７
１６８８
１６８９
１６９０
１６９１

１０６
５９
４９
３３
２６
３４
２９
２５
２５
３５
２９
３４
２２
８
２
１
１
０
０
０
０
１８
７８
７８
５１
５３
４６
６２
５９
４７
５０
６５
４９
４５
３０
３９
５１
３９
４７
４６
５７
５２
６８
４９
３５
４１
３８
４６
４２
４２
４７
５２
４７

１１
１１
５
１０
５
１０
８
７
７
７
５
４
３
０
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
５
１５
７
１１
１６
１７
１４
１２
１１
１６
１４
１０
１０
１２
２５
１２
９
１７
１５
２３
１６
１３
１６
１５
１４
１５
１８
２０
２２
１０
１２
２０

１４９
８０
６５
４８
３５
５５
４７
５８
６７
７１
７６
４３
４３
１２
７
０
０
２
２
２
１
４７
１３０
１３９
１０６
８２
７３
６４
９１
７２
９２
９９
７５
５５
５９
５２
４７
６２
６２
７６
１０５
９０
８９
６１
５９
７３
６８
４９
６０
５９
６０
６０
５９

１０９
４０
２７
２９
１５
１２
１６
１８
１７
３０
３６
１７
２２
７
１０
０
０
１
０
０
１
７
３６
３８
２８
２６
１９
２４
２０
２３
２３
２５
１３
１９
６
８
２４
２１
１６
１６
１４
１４
２９
１４
１６
１６
１２
６
８
８
１１
１１
１５

１０
３
０
０
１
０
１
０
３
３
０
３
０
１
２
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
０
４
２
０
４
０
３
２
３
１
０
０
０
２
１
０
２
２
６
２
０
２
１
３
２
０
１
０
０

１１９
４３
２９
３１
１６
１２
１７
１８
２０
３３
３６
２２
２２
８
１２
０
０
１
０
０
１
７
３８
４１
３０
３２
２１
２４
２４
２３
２８
２７
１８
２２
６
１０
２４
２５
１７
１６
１８
１６
３７
１８
１６
１８
１３
９
１０
８
１２
１１
１７

６２２
３４６
２２７
２０１
１３６
１６９
１６４
１７７
２１２
２５８
２３４
１９１
１４９
１２５
４６
２
３
５
４
５
７

１２０
４３５
４２１
３２３
２９３
２７１
３３１
３３９
２７７
３０３
３１８
２７７
２３２
１８２
２１１
２２４
２０６
２３４
２６１
３８１
２９７
３４１
２６３
２２８
２６４
２２６
２２８
２３５
２１０
２３９
２４１
２６３

５０４
２３６
１７５
１５１
９８
１２３
１１８
１２６
１３９
１７９
１８２
１２３
１１２
３６
３４
１
１
４
２
２
３
８４
２９７
３０４
２２６
２１３
１７８
１８８
２１０
１７６
２１２
２３２
１６８
１５２
１１３
１３４
１５８
１５８
１６０
１６９
２１９
１９０
２４２
１６０
１４１
１６４
１４７
１３１
１４２
１３９
１４１
１４６
１５８

３９８
１７７
１２６
１１８
７２
８９
８９
１０１
１１４
１４４
１５３
８９
９０
２８
３２
０
０
４
２
２
３
６６
２１９
２２６
１７５
１６０
１３２
１２６
１５１
１２９
１６２
１６７
１１９
１０７
８３
９５
１０７
１１９
１１３
１２３
１６２
１３８
１７４
１１１
１０６
１２３
１０９
８５
１００
９７
９４
９４
１１１

１１８
１１０
５２
５０
３８
４６
４６
５１
７３
７９
５２
６８
３７
８９
１２
１
２
１
２
３
４
３６
１３８
１１７
９７
８０
９３
１４３
１２９
１０１
９１
８６
１０９
８０
６９
７７
６６
４８
７４
９２
１６２
１０７
９９
１０３
８７
１００
７９
９７
９３
７１
９８
９５
１０５
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１６９２
１６９３
１６９４
１６９５
１６９６
１６９７
１６９８
１６９９
１７００
１７０１
１７０２
１７０３
１７０４
１７０５
１７０６
１７０７
１７０８
１７０９
１７１０
１７１１
１７１２
１７１３
１７１４
１７１５
１７１６
１７１７
１７１８
１７１９
１７２０

５０
５１
６１
４８
３４
２６
３０
４６
４８
３１
３９
３１
５３
５４
３４
４２
４５
３７
３５
３８
２６
３２
５５
４９
４０
３６
３２
４２
５１

１４
１６
１５
１０
９
１３
８
１２
１１
１４
１０
１３
８
１１
１４
１６
８
１３
８
１２
１３
８
１７
９
８
７
１１
１６
１８

６６
６７
６０
６４
５３
５９
４５
６３
４８
５４
５６
５１
６３
６７
６１
８０
５２
６２
７６
６７
６６
７０
５９
３３
６４
７０
６８
８４
１０１

１１
１７
１７
１１
１０
９
２
３
５
３
７
５
７
４
７
６
４
６
１
６
４
５
４
６
５
１０
４
９
７

４
０
２
０
１
１
０
０
３
１
１
０
０
３
０
０
０
１
２
１
０
１
４
１
２
１
０
１
１

１５
１７
１９
１１
１１
１０
２
３
１０
４
８
５
７
７
７
８
４
７
３
７
４
８
８
９
７
１１
４
１０
８

２５４
２４５
２４７
２３６
１９６
２０７
１６８
２２３
１８３
１７５
１８３
１７４
２１２
２２０
２０７
２２２
２００
２１３
２０１
２０７
２１１
２１７
２３７
１７０
１８５
２０５
２０６
２７１
３１０

１６０
１６８
１７４
１４４
１１８
１１８
８７
１２７
１２５
１０７
１２１
１０５
１３８
１４６
１２３
１５２
１１３
１２６
１２５
１３１
１１３
１２４
１４７
１０７
１２６
１３５
１１９
１６２
１８６

１１０
１１７
１１３
９６
８４
９２
５７
８１
７７
７６
８２
７４
８５
９２
８９
１１０
６８
８９
９０
９３
８７
９２
９２
５８
８６
９９
８７
１２０
１３５

９４
７７
７３
９２
７８
８９
８１
９６
５８
６８
６２
６９
７４
７４
８４
７０
８７
８７
７６
７６
９８
９３
９０
６３
５９
７０
８７
１０９
１２４
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year Women labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１４５０
１４５１
１４５２
１４５３
１４５４
１４５５
１４５６
１４５７
１４５８
１４５９
１４６０
１４６１
１４６２
１４６３
１４６４
１４６５
１４６６
１４６７
１４６８
１４６９
１４７０
１４７１
１４７２
１４７３
１４７４
１４７５
１４７６
１４７７
１４７８
１４７９
１４８０
１４８１
１４８２
１４８３
１４８４
１４８５
１４８６
１４８７
１４８８
１４８９
１４９０
１４９１
１４９２
１４９３
１４９４
１４９５
１４９６
１４９７
１４９８
１４９９
１５００
１５０１

４
１０
７
５
１７
６
２
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
４
１
１
１
４
１
４
３
１
０
０
０
０
１
２
１
１
２
１
１
１
３
４
１
１
０
２
２
２
６
２
４
２
０
０

１
０
０
０
０
０

０
０
１
２
３
０
０
２
３
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
１
０
１
１
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
３
４
０
２
０
０
１
２
２
４
４
０
０
２
３
４
１
４
１
１
３
０
０

８
０
１２
２１
３５
４６
３３
５７
６４
３９
１
２
２
０
１３
１６
９
２４
１３
１４
１２
１３
５
１７
１８
３
２
１０
９
４０
３５
２３
２７
２０
２９
１３
３３
５６
４１
４３
２８
３９
７３
９７
５１
８６
８５
４７
５１
４２
２４
３１

０
０
１
６
１３
７
５
１９
９
３
０
０
０
０
０
０
２
５
１
２
２
５
１
４
３
１
０
０
１
３
５
２
３
１
２
２
３
３
７
８
１
１
２
５
６
３
１１
３
５
５
０
０

０
０
１
２
３
０
０
２
３
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
１
０
１
１
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
３
４
０
２
０
０
１
２
２
４
４
０
０
２
３
４
１
５
１
１
３
０
０

８
０
１１
１５
２２
３９
２８
３８
５５
３６
１
２
２
０
１３
１６
７
１９
１２
１２
１０
８
４
１３
１５
２
２
１０
８
３７
３０
２１
２４
１９
２７
１１
３０
５３
３４
３５
２７
３８
７１
９２
４５
８３
７４
４４
４６
３７
２４
３１

Appendix Table２－４ Wills in Ely（ Cambridgeshire）: １４５０－１６９２
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１５０２
１５０３
１５０４
１５０５
１５０６
１５０７
１５０８
１５０９
１５１０
１５１１
１５１２
１５１３
１５１４
１５１５
１５１６
１５１７
１５１８
１５１９
１５２０
１５２１
１５２２
１５２３
１５２４
１５２５
１５２６
１５２７
１５２８
１５２９
１５３０
１５３１
１５３２
１５３３
１５３４
１５３５
１５３６
１５３７
１５３８
１５３９
１５４０
１５４１
１５４２
１５４３
１５４４
１５４５
１５４６
１５４７
１５４８
１５４９
１５５０
１５５１
１５５２
１５５３
１５５４

１
３
３
０
０
０
３
１
１
０
０
３
０
３
５
５
５
０
７
６
３
２
４
５
２
５
５
４
１
２
３
３
３
０
４
６
４
９
０
０
０
０
０
９
８
７
０
１０
１
１５
０
６
１２

１
０
０
０
０
１
０
０
０
１
０
２
０
２
０

１
０
１
０
０
１
１
２
３
０
１
１
４
１
２
１
０
１
０
２
０
２
１
２
２

３
０
０
０
１
１
０
１
０
１
０
０
１
２
１
３
３
２
９
２
０
２
１
２
２
３
５
１
２
４
４
５
３
５
５
１０
９
１１
７
７
５
３
６
７
６
４
７
０
２４
２
５
８

０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
２
０
０
０
０
０
１
０
１
１
０
０
０
０
０
１
１
０
０
０
０
０
１
１
６
３
３
２
０
１
１
０
０
１
０
１
６

１
１
０
０
０
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
５
４
４
２
５
７
３
０
１
２
１
８
２
１
４
３
４
４
７
４
５
１２
６
６
１２
６
６
７
１１
１０
５
６
２
４
２
３
３
０
１

２５
５０
４４
９
３５
４１
４２
１９
１３
８
１２
２１
７
４６
６６
５３
１０８
４４
６６
１５５
４６
１７
５２
３３
３７
６２
７３
４８
２３
３１
５６
５４
５４
４５
６５
１０８
１３１
１２２
１９０
１２７
８９
９８
１１３
１６７
１５８
８３
４３
５５
６７
９５
１３８
８６
１３０

２
７
３
０
０
２
４
１
２
０
１
３
０
４
１２
１０
１４
５
１４
２２
８
２
８
８
６
１６
１０
１０
７
７
１２
１２
１６
８
１５
２５
２３
２４
２６
１５
２３
１６
１９
２９
２０
２１
７
２４
３
４７
６
１６
２９

１
４
０
０
０
２
１
０
１
０
１
０
０
１
７
５
９
５
７
１６
５
０
４
３
４
１１
５
６
６
５
９
９
１３
８
１１
１９
１９
１５
２６
１５
２３
１６
１９
２０
１２
１４
７
１４
２
３２
６
１０
１７

２３
４３
４１
９
３５
３９
３８
１８
１１
８
１１
１８
７
４２
５４
４３
９４
３９
５２
１３３
３８
１５
４４
２５
３１
４６
６３
３８
１６
２４
４４
４２
３８
３７
５０
８３
１０８
９８
１６４
１１２
６６
８２
９４
１３８
１３８
６２
３６
３１
６４
４８
１３２
７０
１０１
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１５５５
１５５６
１５５７
１５５８
１５５９
１５６０
１５６１
１５６２
１５６３
１５６４
１５６５
１５６６
１５６７
１５６８
１５６９
１５７０
１５７１
１５７２
１５７３
１５７４
１５７５
１５７６
１５７７
１５７８
１５７９
１５８０
１５８１
１５８２
１５８３
１５８４
１５８５
１５８６
１５８７
１５８８
１５８９
１５９０
１５９１
１５９２
１５９３
１５９４
１５９５
１５９６
１５９７
１５９８
１５９９
１６００
１６０１
１６０２
１６０３
１６０４
１６０５
１６０６
１６０７

１０
０
２４
２４
１５
１２
９
６
８
４
５
７
８
０
１１
７
１０
８
９
６
８
７
１２
１
７
５
６
９
１３
１１
９
８
２３
１７
２１
１４
２２
２７
１５
１６
１４
１４
１５
９
１５
１６
０
１５
１４
１２
２０
１２
１３

０
２
０
０
０
０
０
１
０
１
１
１
２
０
０
１
１
０
０
０
０
０
２
０
１
１
１
１
２
２
１
１
１
０
０
２
１
２
３
１
０
１
０
１
２
１
０
０
１
２
１
１
２

１
４
３
５
９
６
３
３
６
２
１
４
６
８
６
６
２
５
２
１
２
１
７
０
５
５
４
４
３
１３
５
１５
８
９
１１
１４
１４
１４
１５
９
６
１４
１５
８
１５
６
８
１２
５
１９
１１
７
１３

６
１５
３５
３２
１９
１２
７
８
９
１３
６
１２
１１
１８
１１
１２
１３
１６
１６
１４
６
８
２４

６
１１
９
１４
１５
１８
８
２２
８
２２
１４
２１
３４
３０
２６
６
１９
１６
２０
１６
３４
１９
１２
８
１２
１７
２１
１７
１５

３
１
２
１
３
１
０
２
１
５
２
２
１
３
７
６
４
５
５
６
５
４
４

２
２
１
６
９
８
６
８
１１
１８
１０
１６
２６
２４
１４
９
１４
１４
２１
９
６
１１
７
１３
１１
９
８
１６
１８

６
２１
１６
９
１４
１２
８
５
６
６
７
７
８
１５
１０
９
９
８
８
９
６
８
７
０
２
９
８
１０
９
１０
６
５
１７
１５
６
１１
２５
９
２２
１０
１０
１８
２２
１４
１４
１０
１０
５
４
１６
１１
１２
１８

１０４
２０３
３１２
２２１
２２６
１５９
８１
７１
９４
８１
７４
７３
８３
１２３
１１２
９０
１０８
１１１
９２
９４
６４
７４
７１
６８
７７
８３
９０
１０６
１０３
１３３
８４
９３
１１６
１６２
１２６
１３９
２１３
１９６
１４８
９０
１１５
１１９
１４８
９３
１３８
９３
７６
１０３
１１７
９９
９５
９９
１２７

２６
４３
８０
７１
６０
４３
２７
２５
３０
３１
２２
３３
３６
４４
４５
４１
３９
４２
４０
３６
２７
２８
５６
１
２３
３３
２９
４４
５１
６２
３５
５９
６８
８１
６２
７８
１２２
１０６
９５
５１
６３
７７
９３
５７
８６
６３
３７
５３
４７
７５
７２
６５
７９

１６
４３
５６
４７
４５
３１
１８
１９
２２
２７
１７
２６
２８
４４
３４
３４
２９
３４
３１
３０
１９
２１
４４
０
１６
２８
２３
３５
３８
５１
２６
５１
４５
６４
４１
６４
１００
７９
８０
３５
４９
６３
７８
４８
７１
４７
３７
３８
３３
６３
５２
５３
６６

７８
１６０
２３２
１５０
１６６
１１６
５４
４６
６４
５０
５２
４０
４７
７９
６７
４９
６９
６９
５２
５８
３７
４６
１５
６７
５４
５０
６１
６２
５２
７１
４９
３４
４８
８１
６４
６１
９１
９０
５３
３９
５２
４２
５５
３６
５２
３０
３９
５０
７０
２４
２３
３４
４８
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１６０８
１６０９
１６１０
１６１１
１６１２
１６１３
１６１４
１６１５
１６１６
１６１７
１６１８
１６１９
１６２０
１６２１
１６２２
１６２３
１６２４
１６２５
１６２６
１６２７
１６２８
１６２９
１６３０
１６３１
１６３２
１６３３
１６３４
１６３５
１６３６
１６３７
１６３８
１６３９
１６４０
１６４１
１６４２
１６４３
１６４４
１６４５
１６４６
１６４７
１６４８
１６４９
１６５０
１６５１
１６５２
１６５３
１６５４
１６５５
１６５６
１６５７
１６５８
１６５９
１６６０

１６
１４
３２
２３
２５
２８
２２
２０
３８
２９
１６
１９
１８
６
１３
１８
２５
３２
３９
２１
１５
１０
３７
２５
１８
２３
２０
１７
１４
２５
３３
３７
２４
１５
５
７
４
９
８
２０
１７
１６
５
１２
６
２
０
１
２
０
１
１
２２

０
１
１
１
１
３
１
２
３
３
４
１
１
１
０
３
２
３
０
２
２
０
４
３
０
１
２
１
１
０
０
２
０
２
２
０
２
０
０
２
２
２
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
１

１７
１７
１８
１８
１７
２５
１５
２０
２６
１９
７
１６
１４
１１
１２
１９
１７
２４
２６
２４
１３
１４
２３
３１
１６
１１
１４
１７
１２
１７
２６
２７
２２
１３
２１
６
１６
１７
１２
１６
１７
２５
２１
１７
８
０
０
１
０
０
０
１
３０

１２
１１
２２
２２
２２
２９
１０
２６
２９
２９
２８
１７
１７
２０
１５
２０
１９
４５
３４
３６
２６
２４
３２
３４
２２
２２
１７
２４
１４
１９
３７
３３
１９
１９
１１
５
６
１４
６
１３
２１
２５
２１
１１
１０
４
０
０
１
０
１
１
２３

１１
１８
１０
２０
２３
２６
１９
３１
４１
２７
３５
８
２３
１０
１５
１８
１２
２７
３４
２３
２３
２０
２３
２２
１６
１０
１２
１７
７
１６
３０
３３
１９
５
６
６
１０
４
２
３
９
１２
６
６
５
３
０
０
０
０
１
０
４

１２
１９
２６
１３
２２
３２
２０
２０
２９
２５
２４
１４
２３
１４
９
１９
１３
２６
２７
２８
２０
１９
３３
３３
２８
１３
１９
１５
１２
１８
４０
３９
１７
１３
１３
７
４
９
４
１６
２８
２４
２２
２０
１２
５
１
２
０
１
０
０
２５

８９
１１３
１６８
１３２
１４７
２０４
１３６
１７６
２６６
２２７
１７８
１３３
１３９
９４
９５
１３２
１４９
２３０
２３９
１８４
１４８
１１４
２２４
１９０
１５１
１３４
１００
１２９
８５
１２６
２３８
２４５
１２７
８３
７８
４０
５４
６７
４５
１００
１０７
１２３
１００
８１
４９
１６
１
４
６
２
４
４

１２７

６８
８０
１０９
９７
１１０
１４３
８７
１１９
１６６
１３２
１１４
７５
９６
６２
６４
９７
８８
１５７
１６０
１３４
９９
８７
１５２
１４８
１００
８０
８４
９１
６０
９５
１６６
１７１
１０１
６７
５８
３１
４２
５３
３２
７０
９４
１０４
７６
６６
４１
１４
１
４
３
１
３
４
１０５

５２
６６
７７
７４
８５
１１５
６５
９９
１２８
１０３
９８
５６
７８
５６
５１
７９
６３
１２５
１２１
１１３
８４
７７
１１５
１２３
８２
５７
６４
７４
４６
７０
１３３
１３４
７７
５２
５３
２４
３８
４４
２４
５０
７７
８８
７１
５４
３５
１２
１
３
１
１
２
３
８３

２１
３３
５９
３５
３７
６１
４９
５７
１００
９５
６４
５８
４３
３２
３１
３５
６１
７３
７９
５０
４９
２７
７２
４２
５１
５４
１６
３８
２５
３１
７２
７４
２６
１６
２０
９
１２
１４
１３
３０
１３
１９
２４
１５
８
２
０
０
３
１
１
０
２２
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１６６１
１６６２
１６６３
１６６４
１６６５
１６６６
１６６７
１６６８
１６６９
１６７０
１６７１
１６７２
１６７３
１６７４
１６７５
１６７６
１６７７
１６７８
１６７９
１６８０
１６８１
１６８２
１６８３
１６８４
１６８５
１６８６
１６８７
１６８８
１６８９
１６９０
１６９１
１６９２

３１
３９
２０
１６
１５
２３
２５
１５
２５
２５
２６
１９
１５
１４
１９
１９
１８
２６
２１
３０
２４
２７
２０
１６
１９
１８
１７
１２
２１
２６
２０
２９

５
１
３
１
３
０
８
５
３
６
４
１
２
３
５
０
５
５
１
３
５
３
５
４
１
４
３
３
６
７
１
４

５３
３０
１５
２３
２５
２５
２２
２１
３５
３０
２６
２１
１８
２３
２６
２１
２４
３５
２８
５４
４１
４１
２２
１９
２７
３５
２７
２０
４１
２７
３７
２８

４５
２１
２２
２３
２１
２６
２３
２８
２４
２９
２３
２２
１９
１８
２２
２４
１８
２３
２８
１６
２５
１６
２２
９
１３
２１
１４
２１
２０
２２
１４
１５

２０
１０
６
６
２
７
８
５
９
８
９
４
５
６
８
７
８
６
６
７
９
６
５
４
８
５
６
６
７
１１
７
５

３５
３８
２６
２６
２１
３６
３６
３１
４０
３２
２３
２４
１８
２０
２０
３１
１６
３３
３３
４４
４４
２７
２４
２５
２９
４０
２５
２７
３７
２９
３５
３４

２３０
２１４
１１８
１１０
１００
１６３
１４５
１２８
２００
１７５
１６５
１３０
１０５
１３３
１２９
１７０
１２８
１６１
１５５
２０７
２４１
１６８
１１８
１２１
１３４
１６６
１３８
１２５
１９１
１８５
１８３
１６７

１８９
１３９
９２
９５
８７
１１７
１２２
１０５
１３６
１３０
１１１
９１
７７
８４
１００
１０２
８９
１２８
１１７
１５４
１４８
１２０
９８
７７
９７
１２３
９２
８９
１３２
１２２
１１４
１１５

１５８
１００
７２
７９
７２
９４
９７
９０
１１１
１０５
８５
７２
６２
７０
８１
８３
７１
１０２
９６
１２４
１２４
９３
７８
６１
７８
１０５
７５
７７
１１１
９６
９４
８６

４１
７５
２６
１５
１３
４６
２３
２３
６４
４５
５４
３９
２８
４９
２９
６８
３９
３３
３８
５３
９３
４８
２０
４４
３７
４３
４６
３６
５９
６３
６９
５２
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１５２０
１５２１
１５２２
１５２３
１５２４
１５２５
１５２６
１５２７
１５２８
１５２９
１５３０
１５３１
１５３２
１５３３
１５３４
１５３５
１５３６
１５３７
１５３８
１５３９
１５４０
１５４１
１５４２
１５４３
１５４４
１５４５
１５４６
１５４７
１５４８
１５４９
１５５０
１５５１
１５５２
１５５３
１５５４
１５５５
１５５６
１５５７
１５５８
１５５９
１５６０
１５６１
１５６２
１５６３
１５６４
１５６５
１５６６
１５６７
１５６８
１５６９
１５７０
１５７１

１
０
０
０
０
１
１
０
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
０
０
０
１
０
０
１
０
０
０
１
０
０
０
０
０
２
１
０
１
０
１
２
１
０
１
０
０
０
０
１

２
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
０
１
２
４
２
１
１
１
２
０
０
０
１
１
０
０
０

１
０
０
０
２
０
１
１
０
０
０
０
０
１
０

１
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０

１
０
０
０
０
０
１
４
０
０
１
２
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
２
２
０
０
１
３
１
０
１
１
１
０
２
２
２
３
５
６
０
２
４
１
３
３
２
０
２
２
２
０
０

４
２
０
０
０
２
３
６
２
０
２
２
１
０
１
０
０
１
０
０
７
２
５
０
１
３
１０
５
０
４
４
２
１
４
４
５
８
１５
１９
７
１０
１０
６
１０
１０
６
２
３
３
２
２
５

２
０
０
０
０
１
２
４
１
０
１
２
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
２
２
２
０
１
１
５
３
０
１
１
２
０
２
３
２
４
１０
１１
２
４
７
４
８
５
２
１
３
３
２
１
１

１
０
０
０
０
０
１
４
０
０
１
２
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
２
２
０
０
１
５
２
０
１
１
１
０
２
３
２
４
８
１０
２
３
７
３
６
４
２
０
３
３
２
１
０

２
２
０
０
０
１
１
２
１
０
１
０
１
０
１
０
０
１
０
０
５
０
３
０
０
２
５
２
０
３
３
０
１
２
１
３
４
５
８
５
６
３
２
２
５
４
１
０
０
０
１
４
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１５７２
１５７３
１５７４
１５７５
１５７６
１５７７
１５７８
１５７９
１５８０
１５８１
１５８２
１５８３
１５８４
１５８５
１５８６
１５８７
１５８８
１５８９
１５９０
１５９１
１５９２
１５９３
１５９４
１５９５
１５９６
１５９７
１５９８
１５９９
１６００
１６０１
１６０２
１６０３
１６０４
１６０５
１６０６
１６０７
１６０８
１６０９
１６１０
１６１１
１６１２
１６１３
１６１４
１６１５
１６１６
１６１７
１６１８
１６１９
１６２０
１６２１
１６２２
１６２３
１６２４

２
４
９
５
４
７
６
１
２
５
６
５
１
４
１
６
１１
７
１０
１３
１５
１３
７
１６
４
１３
１０
８
１３
５
１４
１８
３７
１６
１２
１１
２１
２１
４１
２２
１９
４２
３９
１５
５６
３５
２６
２６
１３
２７
２３
２３
３２

３
８
２
１
２

１
１
３
３
２

１
２
７
１０
１
４
２
３
８
５
５
１
６
３
３
２
４
１０
１０
５
１１
１
５
６
７
１０
１３
８
１３
１３
１１
１６
１４
３
１４
９
７
１２
１１
１５

２
２
３
２
３
２
３
１
４
２
６
１
５
４
１
４
６
３
７
１１
１３
２４
９
１６
２
８
１７
４
６
１１
２３
１９
２３
１８
２９
２０
３０
２４
３７
３３
２４
３２
４６
３９
４７
５５
４５
３０
３５
３３
１０
４２
５６

３
２
６
５
５
４
３
８
５
４
５
１２
７
６
９
２０
１５
２６
３０
３２
３６
１１
２６
１０
２０
２２
７
９
８
４５
３４
６９
２１
２４
２７
３５
３４
５０
４３
２９
４９
４８
３３
６０
６２
４２
４３
２２
４０
３１
３８
４９

１
１
１
０
０
１
０
０
０
１
０
２
０
１
０
０
６
０
０
０
０
２
１
０
０
０
０
０
２
２
１
０
０
０
０
１
０

５
９
２
４
４
１０
７
９
３
４
３
２
４
６
１
１１
６
４
９
１３
７
１７
４
９
３
２
５
３
１
９
２６
２１
２４
２７
２９
２０
２１
１９
２８
１７
２３
２６
３４
１８
３８
３４
２５
２１
２０
２３
２３
４４
３４

２１
３９
２７
４１
４９
６２
３６
２５
３０
５４
３６
３０
４７
３５
２２
５５
９６
４６
１０７
９５
１０８
１４７
６３
１２８
５１
８４
１００
５２
５３
５５
１８２
２０２
２７９
１５１
１４９
１３５
１７５
１８３
２５７
１８７
１８８
２７３
２５２
１７５
３６７
２８４
２３５
２１５
１６０
１９７
１４９
２３４
２５１

１２
２６
１８
１８
１８
２４
２１
１５
２０
１９
２１
１３
２２
２２
１１
３７
５４
３１
５７
６９
７０
９９
３６
７２
２０
５０
５７
２７
３１
３８
１１８
１０２
１６４
９３
９５
８３
１１３
１０７
１６７
１２８
１０３
１６２
１８０
１１６
２１９
２０２
１４２
１３４
９９
１３０
９９
１５９
１８６

１０
２２
９
１３
１４
１７
１５
１４
１８
１４
１５
８
２１
１８
１０
３１
４３
２４
４７
５６
５５
８６
２９
５６
１６
３７
４７
１９
１８
３３
１０４
８４
１２７
７７
８３
７２
９２
８６
１２６
１０６
８４
１２０
１４１
１０１
１６３
１６７
１１６
１０８
８６
１０３
７６
１３６
１５４

９
１３
９
２３
３１
３８
１５
１０
１０
３５
１５
１７
２５
１３
１１
１８
４２
１５
５０
２６
３８
４８
２７
５６
３１
３４
４３
２５
２２
１７
６４
１００
１１５
５８
５４
５２
６２
７６
９０
５９
８５
１１１
７２
５９
１４８
８２
９３
８１
６１
６７
５０
７５
６５
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１６２５
１６２６
１６２７
１６２８
１６２９
１６３０
１６３１
１６３２
１６３３
１６３４
１６３５
１６３６
１６３７
１６３８
１６３９
１６４０
１６４１
１６４２
１６４３
１６４４
１６４５
１６４６
１６４７
１６４８
１６４９
１６５０
１６６０
１６６１
１６６２
１６６３
１６６４
１６６５
１６６６
１６６７
１６６８
１６６９
１６７０
１６７１
１６７２
１６７３
１６７４
１６７５
１６７６
１６７７
１６７８
１６７９
１６８０
１６８１
１６８２
１６８３
１６８４
１６８５
１６８６

３１
２２
３８
２６
１７
４５
２５
３４
２９
２９
２６
２４
３１
２２
１４
２５
２７
１５
５
５
９
３８
５１
３９
２８
１１
１４
４９
４９
７５
３８
４４
４７
５０
６０
７３
６２
６０
５６
４５
５７
５２
３８
５７
３２
４０
５１
４０
４７
４９
４７
４９
５３

１２
９
１１
１０
１２
１０
１４
１２
１３
１５
１５
１０
１３
１７
１９
１２
８
８
３
５
２
９
１０
１５
１１
５
１１
１０
１０
１２
１４
１１
１６
２１
１３
１２
１０
９
１８
１４
１３
１４
２０
１３
８
１２
２０
６
１２
１０
１３
２１
２２

４７
５０
５０
４８
４８
３９
４７
７１
７６
５３
４６
４６
６１
５７
５５
６７
６１
３９
１０
９
１４
７０
５９
５４
５５
２８
２７
９０
８３
１０５
７４
５９
４４
８０
７８
８５
７５
７２
８２
５４
５９
６４
６９
６３
４２
４７
７５
６４
７７
９９
９３
８６
９９

３５
２３
３４
４１
３０
５７
３５
３５
４６
２４
２９
３３
４０
３７
３２
４６
２９
１４
５
２
７
２３
３５
２４
２８
１２
８
３８
４３
５４
３９
３４
２６
２８
３６
３１
４９
４０
４９
３１
３９
３６
４２
５０
２３
２９
４６
３１
２６
３３
４８
３７
４０

１
０
１
０
１
１
２
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
０
０
０
０
１
０
０
０
１
０
０
１
０
１
３
５
０
０
０
１
２
０
０
０
２
０
１
３
２
０
２
０
０
０
１
０
２
１

３４
１８
３１
２７
２４
３７
３１
２９
３４
２７
２９
２５
２８
２７
１９
３９
２８
２５
１０
６
８
３４
２７
３７
２１
１０
２８
５２
４５
６４
５３
４６
７１
６８
３５
７４
４５
５２
３９
４８
５５
４９
５９
６５
３２
４４
４３
４６
６０
６０
４９
５５
７８

２２９
１７７
２３５
２１０
１９０
２５７
２０４
２１９
２６０
２０１
１９６
１８１
３１０
２３６
２４２
２６４
２４４
１４６
４９
３８
６１
３１８
２９３
２７８
２８１
１５０
１３１
３３７
２９３
３９３
３０１
２５２
２５７
３１３
３０２
３５５
３４９
３３１
３５１
２７３
３０４
３１５
３１７
３２３
２０９
２９４
３２８
２６９
３０１
３１２
３６１
３５６
４０５

１６０
１２２
１６５
１５２
１３２
１８９
１５４
１８１
１９８
１４８
１４５
１３８
１７３
１６０
１４０
１８９
１５３
１０１
３３
２８
４０
１７４
１８２
１７０
１４３
６６
８９
２３９
２３１
３１３
２２３
１９４
２０４
２４７
２２３
２７７
２４１
２３３
２４４
１９４
２２３
２１６
２３１
２５０
１３７
１７４
２３５
１８７
２２２
２５２
２５０
２５０
２９３

１２９
１００
１２７
１２６
１１５
１４４
１２９
１４７
１６９
１１９
１１９
１１４
１４２
１３８
１２６
１６４
１２６
８６
２８
２３
３１
１３６
１３１
１３１
１１５
５５
７５
１９０
１８２
２３８
１８５
１５０
１５７
１９７
１６３
２０４
１７９
１７３
１８８
１４９
１６６
１６４
１９３
１９３
１０５
１３４
１８４
１４７
１７５
２０３
２０３
２０１
２４０

６９
５５
７０
５８
５８
６８
５０
３８
６２
５３
５１
４３
１３７
７６
１０２
７５
９１
４５
１６
１０
２１
１４４
１１１
１０８
１３８
８４
４２
９８
６２
８０
７８
５８
５３
６６
７９
７８
１０８
９８
１０７
７９
８１
９９
８６
７３
７２
１２０
９３
８２
７９
６０
１１１
１０６
１１２
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１６８７
１６８８
１６８９
１６９０
１６９１
１６９２
１６９３
１６９４
１６９５
１６９６
１６９７
１６９８
１６９９
１７００
１７０１
１７０２
１７０３
１７０４
１７０５
１７０６
１７０７
１７０８
１７０９
１７１０
１７１１
１７１２
１７１３
１７１４
１７１５
１７１６
１７１７
１７１８
１７１９
１７２０
１７２１
１７２２
１７２３
１７２４
１７２５
１７２６
１７２７
１７２８
１７２９
１７３０
１７３１
１７３２
１７３３
１７３４
１７３５
１７３６
１７３７
１７３８
１７３９

６０
５２
４７
７２
５４
４３
３７
３５
４７
４８
２７
４６
６４
４４
３８
４０
２５
３２
３７
３５
３６
３７
４５
３２
３３
３３
４４
３３
２９
３０
４２
３２
４２
３１
４１
３９
４４
４５
２７
３０
５９
７３
６６
５７
３０
４６
５７
３８
３１
４９
３８
４２
２７

１４
１７
１１
１６
８
８
１４
７
８
１３
１０
１３
８
１６
１１
１７
１６
１７
１５
１６
１３
１２
２２
７
１３
１６
１８
１１
９
１４
１６
１５
１７
１０
２０
１２
１２
１２
８
８
１２
２０
２２
１７
１４
１５
２０
２３
１３
１６
１５
１４
６

６３
６８
６２
１０３
６７
６３
７３
６４
５４
５４
５６
９３
１０１
８１
６３
５９
７１
６２
６９
５２
７３
７５
７７
６５
６５
６５
６９
７０
６２
７４
７３
７３
６１
７５
６８
７２
９０
９２
６６
８２
１４８
１８７
２３０
１５１
８７
７６
９４
６６
５７
８７
７２
５９
５５

４７
２７
２４
３４
２４
２７
２７
２６
１７
１７
１３
２７
２７
３７
１４
２６
１７
１６
１７
１８
１２
２４
３０
１７
２２
１５
１８
１６
１３
１６
１１
１５
１３
１２
１７
１５
１６
２０
２１
１２
２０
３１
４２
３７
１９
１８
２２
７
１５
２３
１４
１７
１１

３
１
０
２
０
０
１
１
１
０
０
０
０
０
２
０
１
０
１
１
０
１
１
０
１
０
１
１
１
０
１
０
０
１
１
１
３
３
３
０
３
２
０
０
１
１
２
０
１
１
１
１
０

６０
５５
４５
６１
４６
４７
４２
５２
４５
５５
３４
５１
８８
６５
５８
５５
６２
５０
５９
５７
６７
６８
６４
４８
５３
４８
５８
５５
５６
８０
６０
５７
５５
５４
７５
５５
８３
６１
６５
８５
９６
１１２
１２９
１０２
８６
５５
８９
６４
６０
８７
７９
８７
６６

３５５
２８２
２５１
３７１
２５５
２６３
２６２
２３９
２２６
２３６
１６８
２６６
３４９
２６４
２１９
２４０
２１４
２０８
２２３
２１１
２２５
２５１
２６３
１９７
２０８
１８９
２３７
１９６
１８６
２３８
２２５
２２９
２０７
２０２
２５７
２２２
２９９
２７０
２１９
２５３
３９３
４６４
５４３
４０５
２７０
２３７
３１３
２１２
１９０
２９６
２６４
２３５
１８１

２４７
２２０
１８９
２８８
１９９
１８８
１９４
１８５
１７２
１８７
１４０
２３０
２８８
２４３
１８６
１９７
１９２
１７７
１９８
１７９
２０１
２１７
２３９
１６９
１８７
１７７
２０８
１８６
１７０
２１４
２０３
１９２
１８８
１８３
２２２
１９４
２４８
２３３
１９０
２１７
３３８
４２５
４８９
３６４
２３７
２１１
２８４
１９８
１７７
２６３
２１９
２２０
１６５

１８７
１６８
１４２
２１６
１４５
１４５
１５７
１５０
１２５
１３９
１１３
１８４
２２４
１９９
１４８
１５７
１６７
１４５
１６１
１４４
１６５
１８０
１９４
１３７
１５４
１４４
１６４
１５３
１４１
１８４
１６１
１６０
１４６
１５２
１８１
１５５
２０４
１８８
１６３
１８７
２７９
３５２
４２３
３０７
２０７
１６５
２２７
１６０
１４６
２１４
１８１
１７８
１３８

１０８
６２
６２
８３
５６
７５
６８
５４
５４
４９
２８
３６
６１
２１
３３
４３
２２
３１
２５
３２
２４
３４
２４
２８
２１
１２
２９
１０
１６
２４
２２
３７
１９
１９
３５
２８
５１
３７
２９
３６
５５
３９
５４
４１
３３
２６
２９
１４
１３
３３
４５
１５
１６
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１７４０
１７４１
１７４２
１７４３
１７４４
１７４５
１７４６
１７４７
１７４８
１７４９
１７５０
１７５１
１７５２
１７５３
１７５４
１７５５
１７５６
１７５７
１７５８
１７５９
１７６０
１７６１
１７６２
１７６３
１７６４
１７６５
１７６６
１７６７
１７６８
１７６９
１７７０
１７７１
１７７２
１７７３
１７７４
１７７５
１７７６
１７７７
１７７８
１７７９
１７８０
１７８１
１７８２
１７８３
１７８４
１７８５
１７８６
１７８７
１７８８
１７８９
１７９０
１７９１
１７９２

３６
３４
５０
３１
２７
３１
３５
３４
３７
３１
３５
２３
４３
４０
３５
３７
４０
２５
２２
２７
３１
２１
４５
３１
３６
２４
３４
３８
２９
３０
４２
４２
３８
３６
３８
２８
４１
４１
３１
３９
３４
３６
３２
４４
３４
４３
４４
４０
２８
４７
１８
２７
３４

１８
１２
１３
２５
１８
１０
１４
１７
１１
１７
１２
１２
８
１８
１３
１３
１２
１６
１０
１１
１４
１２
１４
１２
１５
１６
１５
１５
２４
２７
８
１１
１０
１６
１５
１７
１１
１４
１６
１７
１０
１０
１６
１４
１６
１９
１８
２０
２１
１７
２２
２３
１３

５８
７２
６７
５５
５１
４２
５２
５０
４５
５５
４４
３３
４６
４９
５５
６５
４８
５１
６１
４０
５８
３９
５９
７６
３３
５３
５９
５７
７５
６０
６６
５６
６６
５４
６４
６８
６９
５４
５７
６６
５４
４２
６４
５６
４６
５８
６３
５３
６２
３７
４２
５７
５３

１４
１５
２２
１１
１１
９
１０
９
７
１５
１０
５
８
１３
１０
１６
８
６
１３
１６
７
１１
１９
８
１８
１０
９
１３
１６
１３
５
１７
１５
８
４
１０
９
１４
１１
４
７
９
５
６
２
３
４
２
２
５
３
２

０
０
０
１
０
１
１
０
１
０
１
０
１
２
１
３
０
４
１
１
０
０
１
５
５
０
０
２
６
０
０
３
４
１
０
０
０
４
０
１
１
０
１
２
１
２
３
２
１
３
１

１

５９
８０
８０
７５
５２
５５
７４
７６
７８
７７
５９
３４
５３
６７
５８
６２
６９
７１
６４
６８
６６
５６
７８
６８
７９
８２
５９
７４
６４
６５
７５
７０
７８
６３
７５
８０
６４
６０
６３
５６
８３
５８
７８
７０
６１
７８
５８
８６
７１
７３
８４
８１
８６

２０７
２３０
２４８
２２２
１７４
１６０
２０５
２００
２００
２０５
１８１
１１３
１７７
２０３
１９１
２１５
１９８
２０４
１８４
１８２
２０２
１５７
２４０
２１８
２０２
２０７
２０１
２１９
２２８
２０８
２１３
２２３
２３６
２０１
２１０
２１８
２２０
２０４
１９８
２０２
２０８
１６９
２１３
２１７
１７５
２２８
２０６
２２７
２０３
１９７
１８７
２２０
２１２

１８５
２１３
２３２
１９８
１５９
１４８
１８６
１８６
１７９
１９５
１６１
１０７
１５９
１８９
１７２
１９６
１７７
１７３
１７１
１６３
１７６
１３９
２１６
２００
１８６
１８５
１７６
１９９
２１４
１９５
１９６
１９９
２１１
１７８
１９６
２０３
１９４
１８７
１７８
１８３
１８９
１５５
１９６
１９２
１６０
２０３
１９０
２０３
１８５
１８２
１７０
１９０
１８７

１４９
１７９
１８２
１６７
１３２
１１７
１５１
１５２
１４２
１６４
１２６
８４
１１６
１４９
１３７
１５９
１３７
１４８
１４９
１３６
１４５
１１８
１７１
１６９
１５０
１６１
１４２
１６１
１８５
１６５
１５４
１５７
１７３
１４２
１５８
１７５
１５３
１４６
１４７
１４４
１５５
１１９
１６４
１４８
１２６
１６０
１４６
１６３
１５７
１３５
１５２
１６３
１５３

２２
１７
１６
２４
１５
１２
１９
１４
２１
１０
２０
６
１８
１４
１９
１９
２１
３１
１３
１９
２６
１８
２４
１８
１６
２２
２５
２０
１４
１３
１７
２４
２５
２３
１４
１５
２６
１７
２０
１９
１９
１４
１７
２５
１５
２５
１６
２４
１８
１５
１７
３０
２５
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１７９３
１７９４
１７９５
１７９６
１７９７
１７９８
１７９９
１８００

３０
２６
２８
２０
４１
５５
６５
６４

１３
１６
１７
９
２７
２１
２４
３３

５７
３７
５１
５０
４８
８６
８０
６９

４
１
１
３
６
６
６
４

２
３
１
１
５
６
３
４

８５
６２
６９
７９
９５
１１４
１２８
１１８

２１３
１６１
１８９
１７９
２５０
３１７
３２３
３２３

１９１
１４５
１６７
１６２
２２２
２８８
３０６
２９２

１６１
１１９
１３９
１４２
１８１
２３３
２４１
２２８

２２
１６
２２
１７
２８
２９
１７
３１
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１５００
１５０２
１５０３
１５０４
１５０５
１５０６
１５０７
１５０８
１５０９
１５１０
１５１１
１５１２
１５１３
１５１４
１５１５
１５１６
１５１７
１５１８
１５１９
１５２０
１５２１
１５２２
１５２３
１５２４
１５２５
１５２６
１５２７
１５２８
１５２９
１５３０
１５３１
１５３２
１５３３
１５３４
１５３５
１５３６
１５３７
１５３８
１５３９
１５４０
１５４１
１５４２
１５４３
１５４４
１５４５
１５４６
１５４７
１５４８
１５４９
１５５０
１５５１
１５５２

０
０
１
０
０
０
２
０
１
０
０
０
０
０
２
０
３
２
１
１
２
２
４
８
４
０
１
６
３
５
３
５
６
５
３
５
３
６
５
１３
９
８
５
１３
７
１３
１６
１５
１２
１４
１２
１６

１
０
０
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
０
２
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
０
１
１
０
２
０
１
２
１
０
１
０
０
１

１
０
０
１
０
３
０
１
０
０
０
０
０
１
０
０
０
０
２
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
２
１
２
３
０
１
１
３
４
４
１
３
４
４

１
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
１
０
１
３
４
１
０
０
０
１
１
１
０
０
３
０
０
１
３
１
３
３
３
５
４
４
５
１０
１０
３
４
５
１３
２１

２

１
０
０
０
０
０
０
３
２
０
０
０
０
０
６
４
８
６
１
４
５
６
３６
６
１
０
１
２
２
４
２
１
４
３４
３４
３
０
６
６
８
２１
１０
１２
１０
２０
１５
２０
１２
１８
１９
１８
３２

２
９
２５
５
４
４
７
１６
４４
２０
１２
１０
４
１２
５７
２３
４２
５０
７
１７
４４
４１
４４
６５
２２
１７
２６
５１
４２
４７
２７
３１
４６
３９
３７
６１
６６
１１０
８３
１０８
９４
８４
１４１
１１６
１８１
２３７
１４５
１１８
１４２
１５３
１７５
１８６

１
０
１
０
０
１
２
３
４
０
０
１
１
０
８
５
１１
１２
４
６
１０
１１
０
１５
５
１
２
１０
７
１０
７
７
１３
０
０
９
６
１４
１６
２６
３６
２６
２３
２８
３４
４３
５１
３６
３６
４１
４７
７４

１
０
０
０
０
１
０
３
３
０
０
１
１
０
６
５
８
１０
３
５
８
９
０
７
１
１
１
４
４
５
４
２
７
０
０
４
３
８
１１
１３
２７
１８
１８
１５
２７
３０
３５
２１
２４
２７
３５
５８

１
９
２４
５
４
３
５
１３
４０
２０
１２
９
３
１２
４９
１８
３１
３８
３
１１
３４
３０
４４
５０
１７
１６
２４
４１
３５
３７
２０
２４
３３
３９
３７
５２
６０
９６
６７
８２
５８
５８
１１８
８８
１４７
１９４
９４
８２
１０６
１１２
１２８
１１２
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１５５３
１５５４
１５５５
１５５６
１５５７
１５５８
１５５９
１５６０
１５６１
１５６２
１５６３
１５６４
１５６５
１５６６
１５６７
１５６８
１５６９
１５７０
１５７１
１５７２
１５７３
１５７４
１５７５
１５７６
１５７７
１５７８
１５７９
１５８０
１５８１
１５８２
１５８３
１５８４
１５８５
１５８６
１５８７
１５８８
１５８９
１５９０
１５９１
１５９２
１５９３
１５９４
１５９５
１５９６
１５９７
１５９８
１５９９
１６００
１６０１
１６０２
１６０３
１６０４
１６０５

１７
１５
１６
２５
４６
７１
６４
１７
１６
２１
１８
１５
１８
２１
１１
１４
２０
２５
５３
３３
３１
３２
１７
１６
１３
２６
１５
３０
３４
２０
１８
２９
３４
２４
３５
３２
２７
２６
３５
３４
３３
３３
４０
４１
３２
３４
２６
２５
３１
２５
２４
２６
３４

１
３
１
１
５
５
４
０
４
３
３
２
２
３
３
０
４
４
４
５
６
４
３
３
４
３
２
２
３
０
４
３
６
３
３
３
３
５
７
１
５
４
８
６
６
５
３
６
４
５
３
３
４

５
３
４
６
１５
１９
１９
１０
１１
９
１２
４
５
７
７
６
８
１１
２０
８
１４
７
１１
１６
１４
１７
９
１０
１４
２０
８
１４
２６
１９
３５
２２
２２
１６
１３
３３
３０
１９
１０
２８
２２
１９
３１
１９
１８
２４
３１
３２
３２

１４
１４
９
１９
４９
６５
７５
２１
３３
２９
３６
１９
１１
２８
１９
２４
２９
３８
８７

３３
２７
２１
３０
１６
２６
３８
４８
３７
４２
２５
３９
５８
３７
４４
４１
３０
５７
５６
５８
６４
４２
４２
５３
４９
４７
３５
３５
３８
３４
３４
４８
５１

１
０
０
０
０
３
２
０
２
０
０
０
０
１
０
０
２
３
２
０
２
０
２
０
１
０
２
２
２
２
０
１
１
１
０
０
２
１
１
１
２
０
２
１
３
２
０
０
０
２
１
１
１

１１
２１
１４
１９
４６
４８
５５
２４
２２
２９
４４
２８
２４
２１
２０
１８
１５
２６
５６
６３
３０
３４
２４
２３
１４
３１
９
２９
３４
３６
２７
４４
２９
３０
３３
４５
３１
２０
４２
２７
５５
３４
２９
３５
４７
２３
３３
２９
３０
２８
２９
３１
３２

１６３
１５４
１８１
１７９
４２５
６３９
５５８
２０６
２３７
１９１
２２８
１７３
１４３
１５３
１２７
１４２
１７６
２７４
４５５
２５５
２３９
２３０
１６１
１６８
１６２
１８８
１３１
２５６
２４３
２１１
２０８
２５８
２７８
２２８
３０７
２５５
２４１
２２０
３２９
３２２
３５５
２４９
２４６
３００
２９９
２４８
２０７
２１２
２０２
１９３
２１０
２４３
２６７

４９
５６
４４
７０
１６１
２１１
２１９
７２
８８
９１
１１３
６８
６０
８１
６０
６２
７８
１０７
２２２
１０９
１１６
１０４
７８
８８
６２
１０３
７５
１２１
１２４
１２０
８２
１３０
１５４
１１４
１５０
１４３
１１５
１２５
１５４
１５４
１８９
１３２
１３１
１６４
１５９
１３０
１２８
１１４
１２１
１１８
１２２
１４１
１５４

３２
４１
２８
４５
１１５
１４０
１５５
５５
７２
７０
９５
５３
４２
６０
４９
４８
５８
８２
１６９
７６
８５
７２
６１
７２
４９
７７
６０
９１
９０
１００
６４
１０１
１２０
９０
１１５
１１１
８８
９９
１１９
１２０
１５６
９９
９１
１２３
１２７
９６
１０２
８９
９０
９３
９８
１１５
１２０

１１４
９８
１３７
１０９
２６４
４２８
３３９
１３４
１４９
１００
１１５
１０５
８３
７２
６７
８０
９８
１６７
２３３
１４６
１２３
１２６
８３
８０
１００
８５
５６
１３５
１１９
９１
１２６
１２８
１２４
１１４
１５７
１１２
１２６
９５
１７５
１６８
１６６
１１７
１１５
１３６
１４０
１１８
７９
９８
８１
７５
８８
１０２
１１３
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１６０６
１６０７
１６０８
１６０９
１６１０
１６１１
１６１２
１６１３
１６１４
１６１５
１６１６
１６１７
１６１８
１６１９
１６２０
１６２１
１６２２
１６２３
１６２４
１６２５
１６２６
１６２７
１６２８
１６２９
１６３０
１６３１
１６３２
１６３３
１６３４
１６３５
１６３６
１６３７
１６３８
１６３９
１６４０
１６４１
１６４２
１６４３
１６４４
１６４５
１６４６
１６４７
１６４８
１６４９
１６５０
１６５１
１６５２
１６５３
１６５４
１６５５
１６５６
１６５７
１６５８

２９
２０
３８
４６
４２
３９
４８
４５
４１
３１
３６
３５
２９
５３
２６
４３
４３
４５
５３
５４
６９
４０
４７
３１
５５
４４
４５
３３
４４
３９
４２
５５
８１
８９
７６
６１
２６
１６
８
２８
２６
４１
３４
２９
２３
１９
２８
１６
４
０
３
７
２

７
５
５
３
８
８
５
８
６
９
８
５
４
１２
８
８
３
７
６
１１
７
８
９
６
５
９
４
５
４
６
９
８
３２
１６
１５
８
１０
４
７
６
４
８
９
１
５
３
５
１
１
０
１
１
０

２８
３２
３９
３２
４２
４６
４８
４６
５２
３４
５２
４１
３３
３８
４９
３８
２４
３４
５８
４９
７３
４８
４１
６４
５２
５８
４５
５４
３６
６２
４３
５０
８５
１０９
９０
５８
４２
１５
１２
２７
５１
４３
４９
４２
３８
３３
３０
９
５
０
４
７
３

４２
３８
５４
４９
６５
４７
５７
４６
６３
４５
５０
４３
３４
５３
４４
３０
３０
３９
４７
５０
７３
３４
３８
３２
３０
４６
４４
３０
３９
４５
３７
３０
７９
１０８
７６
４９
２５
６
２
１４
１７
２５
２２
１４
１９
１４
１６
１３
１
０
０
３
２

１
１
２
１
２
１
０
１
３
０
０
３
１
３
１
０
１
０
１
１
２
０
０
０
０
１
３
１
２
０
１
１
１
１
１
０
０
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
０

２６
３１
３８
３９
４７
４２
４２
３４
５１
４２
３７

２８
４５
４１
３５
３０
３８
３８
６０
７８
３１
５１
４０
５４
３９
４４
３５
３８
３８
５６
５０
７６
９１
６６
４９
２６
１５
１９
２９
４０
４１
３０
２５
２９
９
２１
９
１１
１５
２
１２
７

２０４
２０１
２７９
２６８
３１７
２９０
３３５
２７８
３３０
２４２
２６７
２８４
２３６
３２１
２８８
２５６
２２２
３１２
３８２
４０９
４７５
２６０
３１１
２６１
２８６
３１２
２８６
２３６
２４６
３１４
２６５
２９５
５６８
５９７
４７２
３３５
１８５
９５
７９
１４９
２１３
２４７
２０７
１８５
１７１
１０２
１４３
６７
３３
２２
１２
３８
２０

１３３
１２７
１７６
１７０
２０６
１８３
２００
１８０
２１６
１６１
１８３
１２２
１２９
２０４
１６９
１５４
１３１
１６３
２０３
２２５
３０２
１６１
１８６
１７３
１９６
１９７
１８５
１５８
１６３
１９０
１８８
１９４
３５４
４１４
３２４
２２５
１２９
５７
４８
１０４
１３８
１５８
１４４
１１１
１１５
７９
１００
４８
２２
１５
１０
３０
１４

１０４
１０７
１３８
１２４
１６４
１４４
１５２
１３５
１７５
１３０
１４７
８７
１００
１５１
１４３
１１１
８８
１１８
１５０
１７１
２３３
１２１
１３９
１４２
１４１
１５３
１４０
１２５
１１９
１５１
１４６
１３９
２７３
３２５
２４８
１６４
１０３
４１
４０
７６
１１２
１１７
１１０
８２
９２
６０
７２
３２
１８
１５
７
２３
１２

７１
７４
１０３
９８
１１１
１０７
１３５
９８
１１４
８１
８４
１６２
１０７
１１７
１１９
１０２
９１
１４９
１７９
１８４
１７３
９９
１２５
８８
９０
１１５
１０１
７８
８３
１２４
７７
１０１
２１４
１８３
１４８
１１０
５６
３８
３１
４５
７５
８９
６３
７４
５６
２３
４３
１９
１１
７
２
８
６
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１６６０
１６６１
１６６２
１６６３
１６６４
１６６５
１６６６
１６６７
１６６８
１６６９
１６７０
１６７１
１６７２
１６７３
１６７４
１６７５
１６７６
１６７７
１６７８
１６７９
１６８０
１６８１
１６８２
１６８３
１６８４
１６８５
１６８６
１６８７
１６８８
１６８９
１６９０
１６９１
１６９２
１６９３
１６９４
１６９５
１６９６
１６９７
１６９８
１６９９
１７００
１７０１
１７０２
１７０３
１７０４
１７０５
１７０６
１７０７
１７０８
１７０９
１７１０
１７１１
１７１２

１８
６１
５５
６２
４６
５９
５９
７７
４８
６１
８１
５６
５７
５５
６３
６９
５８
４３
４６
６０
７３
７６
６０
４１
４４
５８
４０
４６
４３
６２
５１
５３
５５
６１
６６
６２
３３
４７
４１
３０
４１
３７
３８
６７
３９
４２
５５
４５
５２
５０
４８
５０
３７

６
９
１７
６
１４
１４
７
７
７
１２
２５
１２
１３
８
１２
８
９
１３
７
９
１４
１７
９
９
６
７
９
６
９
５
７
９
６
３
１０
８
１２
５
８
３
３
５
７
７
７
５
７
６
１１
４
９
１０
９

１７
７７
９５
１００
６８
７４
６０
６５
７６
７８
９０
８１
７７
５７
５２
７２
７８
５７
７３
７８
７０
９５
８３
７３
６５
７１
６４
６３
６７
６２
６０
５４
５２
６２
６８
６９
４９
５１
６５
４１
５８
６１
５３
６６
５０
６９
６７
４５
６８
５１
５０
５３
５５

１６
３６
２８
４１
３２
２７
２３
３７
３１
３５
４５
４６
２７
１０
３１
２９
１９
１９
２７
３３
３７
３６
２９
２５
２３
２４
２４
１９
１５
２６
２３
１４
１０
２１
３９
１５
１７
１５
１５
１２
１３
１３
１４
１５
２１
１９
１２
１７
１７
２３
１４
１７
１８

１
１
１
３
０
４
４
３
３
３
４
４
４
７
６
０
４
１
１
０
０
６
３
１
２
４
５
０
１
７
２
２
１
９
８
１
４
８
５
２
２
６
６
７
１７
１６
７
７
１０
６
２
６
１１

１６
７４
７０
７０
６９
８５
９７
１１２
７４
７１
１０９
８１
１００
１０８
９８
６５
７１
５５
５６
１１４
８６
７７
５５
７９
９３
６７
４９
６１
７８
１２８
１０６
８３
８７
１０５
１０６
１４２
１４９
２１９
１１１
６２
７１
６２
１１３
３２９
２８０
２７７
２０４
３８０
２１９
２１５
１６６
１６１
１１２

９５
３３１
３７１
３７３
３１４
３３９
３３９
４６１
３４０
３５３
４８７
３９９
３９２
３５９
３７６
３３３
３４８
３０８
３４０
４３２
３６５
４２０
３３０
３２２
３６６
３１５
２７５
２６８
３０８
４９３
４３２
３１６
２８６
３９７
５０５
４２７
３８５
４５０
３３８
２３７
２６０
２６５
３００
７２７
５２０
５５０
４６５
６４９
４７５
４３６
３６８
４２２
３８３

７４
２５８
２６６
２８２
２２９
２６３
２５０
３０１
２３９
２６０
３５４
２８０
２７８
２４５
２６２
２４３
２３９
１８８
２１０
２９４
２８０
３０７
２３９
２２８
２３３
２３１
１９１
１９５
２１３
２９０
２４９
２１５
２１１
２６１
２９７
２９７
２６４
３４５
２４５
１５０
１８８
１８４
２３１
４９１
４１４
４２８
３５２
５００
３７７
３４９
２８９
２９７
２４２

５６
１９７
２１１
２２０
１８３
２０４
１９１
２２４
１９１
１９９
２７３
２２４
２２１
１９０
１９９
１７４
１８１
１４５
１６４
２３４
２０７
２３１
１７９
１８７
１８９
１７３
１５１
１４９
１７０
２２８
１９８
１６２
１５６
２００
２３１
２３５
２３１
２９８
２０４
１２０
１４７
１４７
１９３
４２４
３７５
３８６
２９７
４５５
３２５
２９９
２４１
２４７
２０５

２１
７３
１０５
９１
８５
７６
８９
１６０
１０１
９３
１３３
１１９
１１４
１１４
１１４
９０
１０９
１２０
１３０
１３８
８５
１１３
９１
９４
１３３
８４
８４
７３
９５
２０３
１８３
１０１
７５
１３６
２０８
１３０
１２１
１０５
９３
８７
７２
８１
６９
２３６
１０６
１２２
１１３
１４９
９８
８７
７９
１２５
１４１
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１７１３
１７１４
１７１５
１７１６
１７１７
１７１８
１７１９
１７２０
１７２１
１７２２
１７２３
１７２４
１７２５
１７２６
１７２７
１７２８
１７２９
１７３０
１７３１
１７３２
１７３３
１７３４
１７３５
１７３６
１７３７
１７３８
１７３９
１７４０
１７４１
１７４２
１７４３
１７４４
１７４５
１７４６
１７４７
１７４８
１７４９
１７５０
１７５１
１７５２
１７５３
１７５４
１７５５
１７５６
１７５７
１７５８
１７５９
１７６０
１７６１
１７６２
１７６３
１７６４
１７６５

５９
７５
４７
４８
４３
５１
５３
６３
６８
６２
７６
６７
６２
７１
５９
８１
８０
６９
６４
６３
８０
５５
６２
７６
７０
８３
８０
８８
８５
８３
７７
６１
６７
６９
８４
８１
６６
６７
４２
５６
６０
６３
４９
５１
５３
７８
７６
５８
０
６２
６６
６１
６４

１５
１１
８
４
７
５
１６
８
５
９
４
１１
１０
１０
７
１２
１５
７
９
１２
１１
１２
１１
１５
１４
８
１０
１９
９
１７
１２
９
１９
６
１７
１４
１４
８
９
１２
８
１２
１５
１３
１３
７
１０
１１
８
１３
１４
１５
１６

５６
４１
６４
５８
４２
５０
７１
６２
６６
５５
４６
７６
５９
５６
７３
８０
９１
８２
８４
６０
７６
６８
６５
５９
７３
６１
６３
７４
６７
６９
５０
６４
５５
５７
４３
５５
４３
５４
３０
４５
５１
５５
４３
５６
５３
４９
６１
５２
４８
６５
７２
５５
６３

１４
１４
２０
２１
１８
１３
２２
２２
１７
１３
１０
１２
１４
９
１０
１４
１４
１９
３１
１２
１８
１７
１６
２０
１１
１９
１３
１９
１５
２７
２７
１６
１０
１０
１６
２３
１６
１３
１１
１８
１４
１１
１５
１７
１３
７
２３
１６
１２
２１
１４
１２
１２

４
５
５
６
６
２
５
１０
６
５
１２
２
１０
８
６
１０
５
１７
１２
９
１４
１７
８
１２
１７
１０
８
２０
１９
２４
１５
２１
７
１６
２２
２１
１６
１１
１３
９
１４
１５
１１
１３
９
７
２０
９
１５
１７
１８
２０
１１

１６５
１１６
１０３
１０６
６１
９５
１０９
１９４
１３８
９０
１６７
１２６
１２４
１５４
１３６
２９３
１９０
１２３
１６２
１３４
９６
２２７
２４７
１７８
１５０
１７０
２６９
５６７
４９８
４３５
３３５
５４３
３５１
３５０
３６７
３９２
２０４
１４７
７８
１０５
９０
１１６
１０７
１４３
１０３
１１３
１２７
１３９
１５８
１１５
１４３
１２６
１０３

３９３
３５４
３２３
３４０
２６８
２９７
３９０
５０５
４１４
３３３
４３５
４４５
３８１
４１５
３９１
６７４
５３１
４２７
４６７
３８１
４２５
４６７
４８２
４０７
３８９
４０５
４９２
８７９
８０５
７５１
５５２
８２７
５８２
５８０
６０６
６５６
４１２
３４６
２１０
２６９
２６３
３０１
２６９
３２０
２６７
２８５
３４２
３０８
２６２
３２６
３５５
３１９
２９６

３１３
２６２
２４７
２４３
１７７
２１６
２７６
３５９
３００
２３４
３１５
２９４
２７９
３０８
２９１
４９０
３９５
３１７
３６２
２９０
２９５
３９６
４０９
３６０
３３５
３５１
４４３
７８７
６９３
６５５
５１６
７１４
５０９
５０８
５４９
５８６
３５９
３００
１８３
２４５
２３７
２７２
２４０
２９３
２４４
２６１
３１７
２８５
２４１
２９３
３２７
２８９
２６９

２５４
１８７
２００
１９５
１３４
１６５
２２３
２９６
２３２
１７２
２３９
２２７
２１７
２３７
２３２
４０９
３１５
２４８
２９８
２２７
２１５
３４１
３４７
２８４
２６５
２６８
３６３
６９９
６０８
５７２
４３９
６５３
４４２
４３９
４６５
５０５
２９３
２３３
１４１
１８９
１７７
２０９
１９１
２４２
１９１
１８３
２４１
２２７
２４１
２３１
２６１
２２８
２０５

８０
９２
７６
９７
９１
８１
１１４
１４６
１１４
９９
１２０
１５１
１０２
１０７
１００
１８４
１３６
１１０
１０５
９１
１３０
７１
７３
４７
５４
５４
４９
９２
１１２
９６
３６
１１３
７３
７２
５７
７０
５３
４６
２７
２４
２６
２９
２９
２７
２３
２４
２５
２３
２１
３３
２８
３０
２７
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１７６６
１７６７
１７６８
１７６９
１７７０
１７７１
１７７２
１７７３
１７７４
１７７５
１７７６
１７７７
１７７８
１７７９
１７８０
１７８１
１７８２
１７８３
１７８４
１７８５
１７８６
１７８７
１７８８
１７８９
１７９０
１７９１
１７９２
１７９３
１７９４
１７９５
１７９６
１７９７
１７９８
１７９９
１８００

６０
６４
８５
５５
４４
５７
５８
５５
６１
６３
５４
３８
４６
７４
４９
４１
５９
５７
４８
４５
３８
３０
３２
４７
１９
２４
３８
３６
４４
４４
３０
４３
５４
３９
６３

１６
１２
１２
１２
１０
２４
１０
１１
９
１３
１４
９
１０
１０
１０
１１
１８
１５
１１
１８
１０
７
７
８
８
９
１２
８
１３
１１
１０
１０
１６
７
１５

６６
５３
５８
４４
６１
４７
５１
４７
５７
６６
５５
５４
４９
５１
７９
６１
４９
５１
４３
４７
３６
４３
４３
３６
３８
３２
５１
４２
４４
５３
５４
４２
５４
４３
４７

１３
２４
１２
１７
１３
１６
２１
１１
１３
１０
９
１４
１１
１５
９
８
１３
１０
５
９
７
９
４
５
３
６
２
８
２
５
３
７
７
８
６

１８
１２
１３
１３
１３
２１
１３
２１
１０
１２
１０
１０
７
１０
１４
１３
８
１１
５
７
５
７
８
８
４
９
６
７
４
８
１０
１１
８
８
１５

９９
１１１
９８
１１１
１０３
１２４
１１７
９８
１１２
１１７
１３１
１０６
１０４
１０５
１２４
１０６
１２１
１１８
９５
９３
７０
７５
９０
７５
８２
６９
７２
７４
８３
９２
７２
９４
１０３
１１４
１０３

３０４
２９３
３１０
２７０
２６７
３０６
２８８
２６２
２８２
２９８
２９０
２５１
２５０
２７９
３０５
２５６
２９１
２７６
２１９
２３１
１８８
１８７
２０１
２００
１６２
１５５
２０２
１８８
２０４
２２６
１９２
２２６
２５９
２３８
２６４

２７２
２７６
２７８
２５２
２４４
２８９
２７０
２４３
２６２
２８１
２７３
２３１
２２７
２６５
２８５
２４０
２６８
２６２
２０７
２１９
１６６
１７１
１８４
１７９
１５４
１４９
１８１
１７５
１９０
２１３
１７９
２０７
２４２
２１９
２４９

２１２
２１２
１９３
１９７
２００
２３２
２１２
１８８
２０１
２１８
２１９
１９３
１８１
１９１
２３６
１９９
２０９
２０５
１５９
１７４
１２８
１４１
１５２
１３２
１３５
１２５
１４３
１３９
１４６
１６９
１４９
１６４
１８８
１８０
１８６

３２
１７
３２
１８
２３
１７
１８
１９
２０
１７
１７
２０
２３
１４
２０
１６
２３
１４
１２
１２
２２
１６
１７
２１
８
６
２１
１３
１４
１３
１３
１９
１７
１９
１５
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１５０９
１５１０
１５１１
１５１２
１５１３
１５１４
１５１５
１５１６
１５１７
１５１８
１５１９
１５２０
１５２１
１５２２
１５２３
１５２４
１５２５
１５２６
１５２７
１５２８
１５２９
１５３０
１５３１
１５３２
１５３３
１５３４
１５３５
１５３６
１５３７
１５３８
１５３９
１５４０
１５４１
１５４２
１５４３
１５４４
１５４５
１５４６
１５４７
１５４８
１５４９
１５５０
１５５１
１５５２
１５５３
１５５４
１５５５
１５５６
１５５７
１５５８
１５５９
１５６０

１
０
０
０
１
０
１
０
０
０
０
０
１
０
０
０
０
０
１
０
１
２
８
８
２０
６
６
３
１４
４
４
７
５
０
０
０
２
１４
６
９
１１
３
１２
４２
５９
３９
２６
１９
１３

１
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
３
１
０
２
１
０
０
０
１
１
１
０
１
０
１
２
０
０
３
０
６
８
５
６
２
２

１
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
０
０
０
０
１
０
１
０
０
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
５
２
０
２
０
５
４
１５
７
０
０
１

２
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
２
１０
１３
４
３
５
５
１
０
２
３
０
０
０
３
２５
９
８
１０
７
２３
４４
６６
３８
３３
１６
９

１
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
０
０
０
０
１
０
０
０
１
０
０
０
０
１
３

０
１
１
２
１
２
２
１
１

０
２
０
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
１
０
０
１
０
０
０
０
２
６
９
１７
４
７
５
８
２
１
３
３
１
１
２
２
１９
１１
４
７
４
１４
３０
４２
２９
３１
１４
７

６
１８
１４
１３
１１
０
０
１
３
５
１
３
８
５
１
１
２２
２５
２６
１８
１６
１９
７
１７
２２
７０
１８３
４７９
７３
１１９
１０１
８３
１８２
２１２
２９３
３６０
１６８
１１３
１３２
８０
１８８
１１８
１１１
１０８
７７
１７４
２７５
９３５
４２９
３２３
１６４
１３６

２
０
２
０
０
０
１
１
１
０
０
０
０
０
１
４
１
０
１
０
１
１
１
４
１７
３１
５２
１４
１９
１４
２８
８
５
１３
１３
２
１
３
７
６５
３３
２１
３０
１８
５５
１２８
１９１
１２０
９８
５２
３３

０
２
０
１
０
０
０
０
１
０
０
０
０
０
０
０
４
１
０
１
０
０
１
０
２
９
２３
３２
８
１３
１１
１４
４
１
６
８
２
１
３
５
５１
２７
１２
１９
１５
４３
８６
１３２
８１
７２
３３
２０

６
１６
１４
１１
１１
０
０
０
２
４
１
３
８
５
１
０
１８
２４
２６
１７
１６
１８
６
１６
１８
５３
１５２
４２７
５９
１００
８７
５５
１７４
２０７
２８０
３４７
１６６
１１２
１２９
７３
１２３
８５
９０
７８
５９
１１９
１４７
７４４
３０９
２２５
１１２
１０３

Appendix Table２－７ Wills in Worcestershire : １５０９－１６４９ �

164 Appendix



year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１５６１
１５６２
１５６３
１５６４
１５６５
１５６６
１５６７
１５６８
１５６９
１５７０
１５７１
１５７２
１５７３
１５７４
１５７５
１５７６
１５７７
１５７８
１５７９
１５８０
１５８１
１５８２
１５８３
１５８４
１５８５
１５８６
１５８７
１５８８
１５８９
１５９０
１５９１
１５９２
１５９３
１５９４
１５９５
１５９６
１５９７
１５９８
１５９９
１６００
１６０１
１６０２
１６０３
１６０４
１６０５
１６０６
１６０７
１６０８
１６０９
１６１０
１６１１
１６１２
１６１３

１５
４
９
１１
１４
７
８
１０
１３
１４
１０
１６
１３
１６
７
１１
１９
１３
１２
１３
２２
１２
１６
２０
３３
２１
１０
２０
２３
２２
１８
１１
１８
１５
１９
１８
１９
２１
３１
２２
３１
２４
２０
２５
２６
２０
３４
２５
４０
３７
３５
４３
４０

２
０
１
１
２
０
１
１
０
２
１
０
０
３
１
５
２
０
１
１
１
０
２
２
４
０
１
１
３
４
１
２
２
３
２
７
５
２
４
２
２
３
３
２
３
２
３
３
５
３
７
５
１０

２
４
１
６
３
２
１
１
７
５
１１
６
６
６
１９
９
７
１０
１１
１１
１２
１２
１５
１６
２２
２０
１９
１５
２９
２２
２０
２２
１７
３２
２０
２４
１２
１９
１９
２１
２８
３０
３３
２６
２９
２２
２４
３５
３３
４６
２４
２７
３８

１３
１０
１０
２６
１４
１３
１４
６
２４
９
１８
１６
１６
２０
２３
１３
１６
１５
１６
１５
２２
２６
１６
１５
３３
３６
２９
２３
４３
４１
３２
２１
２７
２１
３５
３５
２９
２６
５１
２６
３２
３４
２６
２２
２７
２８
２５
３０
２７
５０
２７
４３
４２

１
０
０
０
０
０
１
０
０
０
２
２
１
１
０
０
３
０
０
０
２
１
０
０
３
３
２
１
４
１
０
２
０
３
４
１
２
２
１
４
１
５
１
６
９
４
８
５
１０
６
１
７
２

５
５
９
４
９
８
９
１０
１２
１１
９
６
１０
１７
１０
１９
９
１３
１０
１０
２１
２０
１６
１２
２９
２０
９
１４
１５
２５
１７
１１
６
１３
２０
２４
１１
１２
２６
２６
１５
２３
２９
２２
２６
２３
３１
２５
３６
２２
２２
３３
２４

１４１
１０１
１１０
１２８
１４０
９７
１１２
７７
１５８
１２５
１３６
１３７
１２１
１３９
１３８
１２７
１２４
１３５
１４１
９９
１３４
１３３
１２１
１２０
２２０
１８９
１１７
１１７
１９３
１８１
１５８
１１９
１２２
１３２
１７０
１８９
１２０
１２７
１７２
１４７
１４３
１７２
１７５
１４４
１２０
９９
１２５
１２３
１５１
１６４
１１６
１５８
１５６

３８
２３
３０
４８
４２
３０
３４
２８
５６
４１
５１
４６
４６
６３
６０
５７
５６
５１
５０
５０
８０
７１
６５
６５
１２４
１００
７０
７４
１１７
１１５
８８
６９
７０
８７
１００
１０９
７８
８２
１３２
１０１
１０９
１１９
１１２
１０３
１５６
１４２
１８４
１７３
２０８
２３４
２１３
２５３
２９５

２３
１９
２１
３７
２８
２３
２６
１８
４３
２７
４１
３０
３３
４７
５３
４６
３７
３８
３８
３７
５８
５９
４９
４５
９１
７９
６０
５４
９４
９３
７０
５８
５２
７２
８１
９１
５９
６１
１０１
７９
７８
９５
９２
７８
９４
７９
９１
９８
１１１
１２７
８１
１１５
１１６

１０３
７８
８０
８０
９８
６７
７８
４９
１０２
８４
８５
９１
７５
７６
７８
７０
６８
８４
９１
４９
５４
６２
５６
５５
９６
８９
４７
４３
７６
６６
７０
５０
５２
４５
７０
８０
４２
４５
４０
４６
３４
５３
６３
４１
３６
４３
５９
５０
５７
７０
９７
９５
１３９
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year Women gentleman yeoman husbandman labourer others Totals Declared
total

Declared
exc.women

Undeclared
total

１６１４
１６１５
１６１６
１６１７
１６１８
１６１９
１６２０
１６２１
１６２２
１６２３
１６２４
１６２５
１６２６
１６２７
１６２８
１６２９
１６３０
１６３１
１６３２
１６３３
１６３４
１６３５
１６３６
１６３７
１６３８
１６３９
１６４０
１６４１
１６４２
１６４３
１６４４
１６４５
１６４６
１６４７
１６４８
１６４９

３４
４１
３１
２７
２７
２９
３０
１５
３５
２５
４５
３３
３３
２７
２８
３１
４１
２８
４２
３７
４７
２１
１３
３４
３６
３１
１６
１３
１６
９
６
１５
１６
７
４

４
５
６
３
４
５
２
４
７
４
４
４
３
７
５
７
８
２
２
６
７
２
１
３
６
２
２
５
５
１４
２
３
４
２

３３
３７
４０
１７
２８
２２
２７
１５
２６
２１
３７
３２
４４
４７
２１
３６
３０
３０
２８
２２
２５
１７
１０
３８
２８
３１
２２
２４
２０
４
２１
２４
１５
１４
１

３１
２４
３３
１１
２１
１４
１５
９
２６
１７
１８
１７
２１
２２
２１
１８
２７
２１
２７
７
７
６
８
１７
１８
９
４
６
５
０
５
６
７
２

３
３
１
４
１０
２
５
１
２
４
４
３
２
３
１
１
３
３
１
１
７
２
２
２
２
１
１
１
０
０
０
２
２
１

２２
３０
２０
１７
２７
１２
１７
１４
１９
１５
３０
１５
２０
２１
２０
１１
２５
１９
２３
１４
１４
１３
１１
２４
２５
２９
６
１５
１９
９
１１
９
１３
５
０
０

２６６
１８５
１７５
１９５
２３３
１６８
１６６
１８９
２１３
１６５
１８０
１４０
１９４
１６５
１４８
１７３
２０３
１４４
１６７
１９６
１９１
１３６
１５５
１６８
１７４
１４６
６４
９４
８０
５１
５３
１０２
９１
５３
２１
１２

１２７
１４０
１３１
７９
１１７
８４
９６
５８
１１５
８６
１３８
１０４
１２３
１２７
９６
１０４
１３４
１０３
１２３
８７
１０７
６１
４５
１１８
１１５
１０３
５１
６４
６５
３６
４５
５９
５７
３１
５
０

９３
９９
１００
５２
９０
５５
６６
４３
８０
６１
９３
７１
９０
１００
６８
７３
９３
７５
８１
５０
６０
４０
３２
８４
７９
７２
３５
５１
４９
２７
３９
４４
４１
２４
１
０

１３９
４５
４４
１１６
１１６
８４
７０
１３１
９８
７９
４２
３６
７１
３８
５２
６９
６９
４１
４４
１０９
８４
７５
１１０
５０
５９
４３
１３
３０
１５
１５
８
４３
３４
２２
１６
１２
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Index
（Main text only）

Index of place names

Bedford……………………………６７
Bedfordshire ……………………９４
Berk ………………………………６７
Berkshire ……………３, １８, １９, ２９
Bristol ………………………２０, ７０

Cambridge
…１３, １８, ５３, ６７, ６８, ７３, ８０, ８３

Cambridgeshire ……………１３, １０４
Canterbury

…１１, ２６, ３２, ３３, ４２, ５７, ６０, ６２,
７４, ８４, ９２, １０１－３, １０８, １１７－８

Chelmsford
…１８,５２,６６－７,７７,８０,８２,９１,１０４,
１０８

Cheshire …………………８２, １１０－３
Chichester ………………………６７
Cornwall ……………………５４, ６９

Derbyshire ………………………６９
Devon ……………………３０, ５４, ６９
Dorset ………………………５４, ６９

Earls Colne ………………………６６
East Anglia ………１３, ５３－４, ６７, ７７
East Midlands ………………６７, ６９
Ely

…２, ９, １３－５, １７－２４, ２７, ３１, ３３,
４２, ４８, ５１, ５３, ５７, ６７, ７７, ８０,
８２, ９１, １０４, １０８, １１０, １１４,
１１６－７

England
…１,７,１１,１３,１７－２１, ２５, ２７, ３３,
３５, ３７－８, ４２, ５６, ５９－６１, ６６,
７３, ８１, ８３, ９５, １０１, １０８, １１５,
１１７

Essex
…６, １９－２０, ３１, ５０, ５２－３, ５５, ６６

－８, ７７, ８０－３, ９１, ９５, １０４,
１０８, １１４, １１７－８

Exeter ………………………１８, ２０

Germany …………………………１９
Gloucester ………………………６７

Hampshire ………………８２, １１１－３
Havering ……………………６６, ９５
Hereford

………１４, １６－７, ３１, ４２, ５５, １１６
Herefordshire ……………………１７
Huntingdon ………………………６７
Huntingdonshire …６０, ７７, ９１, １０９

Kibworth Harcourt ……………１０３

Leicester …９, １３－５, １８, ２１－３, ６７
Leicestershire …１３, １９, ２７, ６９, ９４
Lewes…………………………１８, ６７
Lichfield ………………１８－９, ６７, ６９
Lincoln………………２０, ３９, ６７, ６９
London

…１８－２４, ２６－７, ３４,４０,４３－４,４８,
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５２, ５７, ６５－７, ７０, ９９

Midlands…………………６５, ６７, ７７

Northampton ……………………６７
Norwich …………………１９－２０, ６７

Oxford…………５１, ５３, ６７, ６８, １０２
Oxfordshire ……………………１０６

Peterborough ……………………４８

Rutland ……………………………７６

Salisbury ……………………４８, ６９
Shropshire ………………………６９
Somerset ……………………５４, ６９
Sudbury …………………………６７
Suffolk ………………………６５, ６７

Sussex ………………………２０, ６７

Taunton …………………………６９
Terling………………３１, ５３, ８１, ８３

Wales ………………１１, １７, ６０, ９９
Warwickshire ………………１３, ６９
West Midlands …………………６７
Willingham ……………………４－５
Wiltshire ……………………５４, ６９
Worcester, Worcestershire

………………１６, ７７, ８２, ９１, １０９

York
…１９－２０,３２,４０,５７,６０－１,６３,７２,
８１－４, ９１－２, ９４－６, ９９, １０１－４,
１０８, １１４, １１６－８

Yorkshire………………１, ６１, ９４－６

General index

administration
…１０,３４,４３,５６－７, ５９－６１, ６３－５,
８４

agricultural …………………７５, １１４
animals ……………………………５５
Archdeaconry Court

……………９, １４－５, ６６, ７０, ８１

bad harvest …………………４９－５１
bequest ……………２, ３６, ５５－６, ９３
Black Death………………………９８
bond ………………………………４３
British Record Society

…………２, １０, ３５, ５９, ６３, １１５
brother ……………………………９８

bubonic plague ………………１９－２０
Burghley’s plague orders ………２０
burial……………１５, ２３, ２５, ３２, ４２
by-employment …………………８１

Cambridge Group for the History
of Population and Social Struc-
ture ……………………１８, ７３, ８３

capital ……………………………９５
cash …………………………２, １０１
census ……………………………７３
charity………………………………４
chattels ………………………５５, ５７
children ……………４４, ５５, ５７, ９９
church ……………２－３, ３９, ５５, ７７
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Civil War ……………………３１, ８０
clerk ………………………………７４
Commissary Court

………１８－９, ２１, ２６, ５２, ６６, ７０
Common Law ……………………９９
custom

…３－６,３５,３８,４０,４３－４,５４－８,６３,
７０, ７２, ７７, ８０－１, ９１, ９４, ９７,
１００－１, １１３－８

death
…４,９,２１－５,４１, ４３－４, ４６－７, ４９

－５１, ５３, ５６, ５８, ６７, ７５, ９３,
９６, １０９, １１５－６

division of labour
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