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Abstract

This thesis contains an analysis of property ownership and family
attitudes as reflected in the probate inventories and wills of four
Yorkshire parishes (Cawood, Riccall, Selby and Wistow) during the
period 1660-1760. Probate records are a well-known source to early
modern historians, but there have been relatively few attempts to use
this evidence to explore the variation in property ownership between
market town and village, or the relationship between property
distribution at death and family attitudes. In fhe first part of the
dissertation the agricultural, trading and domestic property belonging
to different families is studied to show how people earned a living
and to reveal something of their lifestyles and cultural horizons. In
the second part the intentions of testators are examined in order to

measure attitudes towards distant relatives, children and wives.

The central thesis of my work is that the material and mental
environment of property-owners in these four parishes was essentially
‘modern’ by the late seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries. The
types and amounts of property owned by some families reveals a highly-
developed local economy containing commercially-oriented farmers and
tradesmen. At the same time, their houses, furnishings and books
suggest a lifestyle of increasing sophistication. It is argued,
however, that significant differences in property ownership can be
found between neighbouring market towns and villages. Each community
had a distinctive economy and the lifestyles of their inhabitants

varied accordingly.



Most of the work on family attitudes in early modern England has
concentrated on the analysis of diary evidence, and wills have been
mainly used to assess the economic and social effects of different
inheritance practices. This thesis shows that the decisions which
testators made concerning the distribution of their property at death,
and the language which they used to express their choices, can reveal
a great deal about the family attitudes of ordinary people. A major
contention is that many of the 'modern’ attitudes found in seventeenth
- and eighteenth-century diaries - limited kinship recognition,
companionate marriages, caring parents - can also be found in wills.
However, the point in the life-cycle which testators had reached and

differences in social status had a marked effect on family attitudes.
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INTRODUCTION

The Vale of York bisects the county of Yorkshire from north to south.
It is sixty miles long and about thirty miles wide in most places.
The Vale is bordered on the east by the North Yorkshire Moors, the
Howardian Hills and the Yorkshire Wolds; on the west lie the Dales
and, further south, the manufacturing district of the old West Riding.
Though linen-weaving was established in some areas, the Vale'’s economy
during the late seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries was
dominated by agriculture. A range of soil tyﬁes produced a mixed
husbandry, but the fertile clay lowlands were particularly suitable
for pasture and many farmers concentrated on raising cattle for their
milk, meat and hides.' Writing of the Vale of York at the end of the
eighteenth century, William Marshall stated: "... if we estimate the
Vale of York by the number of its rivers and the richness of its
marginal banks it would perhaps be difficult in any county to equal

it.» 2

The greatest of these rivers, the Ouse, was a crucial trade
route in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. Sea-going vessels
could navigate the river as far as York, from where smaller craft
could sail further north to the foothills of the Pennines.® York was
the most important port on the river and the major provincial capital.
The city had declined during the century up to 1560 as the textile
industry had shifted to the West Riding, but by the second half of the
seventeenth century it had recovered its former position as the second
town of England with a population of about 12,000.‘ More typical of
early modern communities, however, were the nineteen market towns and
hundreds of villages scattered throughout the Vale.® Four of these

settlements, contiguous parishes located to the south of York and

ad joining the OQuse, are the focus of this thesis.
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Fifteen miles south of York lay the market town and inland port of
Selby. With a population of just over a thousand in 1672,° Selby was
the largest settlement on the Ouse between York and the Humber
estuary. Its prosperity in the middle ages had depended largely on
the wealth of its abbey, but after the dissolution in 1539 the
community was thrown back on its position as a market town and an
important route centre.’ Selby’s ferry service across the river meant
that the town continued to be a convenient halting point for
travellers between London and the north, and in 1686 it was estimated
that the town's inns contained fifty-eight guest-beds and had stabling
for eighty-nine houses.® Cawood, another Ouse port lying five miles
north of Selby was a smaller settlement of about 690 people. During
the medieval period Cawood’s most striking feature had been the castle
which served as the country residence of the Archbishop of York, but
after the demolition of the castle in 1646, the town’s position on the
Ouse ensured its continuance as a trading centre.’ Between these two
towns lay the village of Wistow. The village was a rather straggling
settlement with a population of around 430 in 1672. Though its fields
bordered the river, the settlement itself was set back from the Ouse
and, unlike its mneighbours, Wistow'’s economy was almost entirely
agricultural. The fourth of our communities, Riccall, lay on the
opposite side of the river in the East Riding of Yorkshire. With some
500 inhabitants, the village was slightly larger than Wistow and its
houses were more compactly built around the village church which lay
about a mile away from the river. As far as we can tell, nearly all
Riccall’s inhabitants earned a living by farming, though linen-weaving
was an important by-industry in the village during the late

seventeenth and eighteenth centuries.



These contiguous parishes have been chosen as the geographical context
for this thesis in the hope that, by examining a small group of
communities of different size and occupational structure, we can bring
into sharper focus the uniqueness of each and, at the same time,
contribute to an increasing appreciation of the structures and
dynamics of English rural society in the late seventeenth and early
eighteenth centuries. The study of early modern rural communities is
now a well-established avenue of historical research. Though it
encompassed a much longer time-span than the early modern period, one
of the earliest studies of this kind was W.G.Hoskins’'s work on the
Leicestershire village of Wigston Magna.'’ . More recently, the
villages of Terling in Essex and Myddle in Shropshire have been
subjected to intensive analysis and important questions have been
asked, not only about the economic and social structure of these
communities during the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, but also
about the spiritual and cultural world of their inhabitants.'* Alan
Macfarlane, in his invaluable introduction to the sources available
for reconstructing historical communities, has argued for the
exhaustive study of the records belonging to an individual community
and has subjected the villages of Earls Colne in Essex and Kirkby

Lonsdale in Cumbria to this type of analysis.

Studies of single villages which attempt to look at all the available
sources in order to obtain a 'total’ history of a particular community
are, however, only one approach to the analysis of early modern rural
society. An alternative methodology has been the study of a small
group of communities, where historians have focused on a more limited
range of questions and have exposed a smaller number of relatively
self-sufficient sources to rigorous examination. One of the first

scholars who successfully used this approach was Margaret Spufford who
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studied land distribution, education and religion in three contrasting
Cambridgeshire wvillages during the sixteenth and seventeenth

centuries.®

A similar methodology was used by Victor Skipp in his
study of demographic, economic and social change in five Warwickshire
parishes' and, more recently, by Susan Dwyer Amussen who explored the
themes of gender and class in early modern England by focusing on
three Norfolk parishes.*® In addition, much recent work on such
subjects as demography, witchcraft, crime and kinship have clearly
shown that many specific problems can be addressed by using only one
or two of the sources available for a complete community study.®
Indeed, as Keith Wrightson has pointed out, for many issues such as
literacy, service, crime, childhood or social control, the study of a
group of communities is essential in order to obtain a sufficient body
of evidence.' Our study of four parishes on the Yorkshire Ouse
during the period 1660-1760 will follow this approach. Though a range
of sources, including parish registers, hearth tax returns, manorial
records and a memorandum book will be used, it will essentially be
based on an analysis of probate evidence. Three major themes will be
explored : the way in which people earned a living, the nature of

their domestic environment and the quality of their family life.

As historians have become more concerned with the lives of ordinary
people in early modern England wills and inventories have been
increasingly used. Scholars engaged in such diverse fields as
religion, education, inheritance, agriculture, early industrialisation
and domestic architecture have all used probate evidence to illuminate
their subjects. The great potential of these documents for exploring
early modern society lies in the fact that they were left by tens of
thousands of men and women. Indeed, after parish registers, they
contain information about more people than any other sources for the
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early modern period. The four parishes in this study were chosen
primarily because each possesses a rich supply of probate evidence.
This material is particularly abundant for the years between 1660 and
1760, and therefore allows us to study a period which is much under-
researched in comparison with the sixteenth and early seventeenth
centuries. A second important factor in determining the choice of
parishes was their position on the Ouse. As yet, we have very little
knowledge about river-trading communities in early modern England,
despite the fact that inland ports played a vital role in the
economy.'® Ideally a much larger sample of riverside communities
would have been used; however, the study has beeﬁ restricted to four
parishes in order to keep the probate material within manageable
bounds and permit the use of supporting evidence. The four
communities represent an area small enough for detailed research yet
large enough for effective comparisons both between communities and

between different occupational groups.

Despite the fact that probate records are well known to early modern
historians there has yet to be a detailed account of the
administrative framework which produced these documents. Such a
survey is obviously outside the scope of this study, yet in order to
understand something of their nature it maybe useful, briefly, to
explain how these documents were created. Before 1858 probate law was
administered by the church through a variety of different courts, but
the process of probate was broadly similar in each. This process
differed, however, according to whether or mnot the deceased had
produced a will. If a will had been made, the named executor was
responsible for having the will proved in the appropriate church
court. The executor and one or two extra sureties were required to

sign a bond which forced them to pay the debts and legacies of the
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deceased, and produce an inventory of his or her goods and chattels in
order to prevent fraud or excessive claims on the estate. Should a
person have died intestate the most common procedure was for the next
of kin to divide the property as they saw fit without bringing the
matter before the court. In some cases, however, the next of kin
sought the court'’s authority to divide the deceased's property
according to the law and in these cases administration bonds were
signed and inventories produced. Should a person have died leaving
young children, the executors or administrators were sometimes
required to sign a tuition or curation bond agreeing to take care of
them. Probate records therefore took three méin forms: wills, by
which property was bequeathed; inventories, which listed and valued
the deceased’'s property; and bonds, which granted administration or

curation.®

Administration or curation bonds were standardized documents and
therefore contained only a limited amount of information. Apart from
the legal wording of the bonds themselves they usually included the
name, status and place of residence of the deceased and the two or
three bondsmen, together with the marks or signatures of the latter.
As a result, they have been virtually ignored by historians, though
they contain useful data on occupations, residence and literacy. Far
more widely used has been the inventory. This is hardly surprising as
inventories form the great bulk of probate records and contain much
fascinating information. They were made shortly after death® by
appraisers who were creditors, legatees, relatives or neighbours of
the deceased.?® The appraisers usually wrote the date of the
inventory, together with the name of the decedent and his or her place
of residence, at the top of the document; at the bottom they either

signed their mnames or made their marks.?* Most commonly the
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appraisers began by evaluating the clothes and money of the deceased.
After this, they moved through the house listing the contents of each
room, in more or less detail. Next, they moved outside into the
farmyard and fields where they appraised farm implements, livestock
and crops. Finally, a list of credits and sometimes debts might also

have been included.

It has often been pointed out that inventories do not present a
complete profile of property ownership for different individuals. In
the first place the law stated that appraisers were to be concerned
only with the goods and chattels of the deceasedhand that real estate
was to be ignored. Secondly, items which were considered to be an
integral part of the freehold such as grass, trees,or fish, together
with heirlooms and certain fixtures belonging to the fabric of the
house were also omitted. Thirdly, debts which the decedent owed
during his or her lifetime were, in theory not be included, though, in
practice they often were. Finally, items belonging to the wife -
"bona paraphernalia" - were excluded from the inventory. In addition
to these legal omissions, the contents of inventories were subject to
the wvariable ability and diligence of appraisers. Sometimes,
especially when a time lag occurred between death and the making of an
inventory, certain items such as foodstuffs or crops, may have
perished or have been sold; while, in addition, some goods might have
already been transferred to creditors or legatees. Moreover, though
some inventories contained hundreds of items with individual
valuations, others consisted of little more than brief summaries of
the decedent's property.? Inventories then have their intrinsic
limitations as evidence of property ownership, yet, at their best, they
record in minute detail the material environment of early modern

England. Much of this information is unavailable elsewhere and it is
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far too valuable to ignore.

For a number of years historians have realized the potential of these
documents for studying different aspects of early modern society.
Many people have used them to look at the distribution of wealth,
agricultural practices, trades and crafts, or the size and plan of
houses; a smaller number of scholars have begun to analyse them for
the information they yield on credit networks and the domestic
environment.? Some historians have been content to employ
inventories in a qualitative way, analysing particularly detailed
inventories of specialist tradesmen or using single documents to
verify general statements; but increasingly, large numbers of
inventories from wide-ranging geographical areas have been subjected
to quantitative analysis. This method has been extremely useful in
providing sound statistical information on such issues as the
diffusion of different crops or of consumer goods, but in attempting
a solely statistical approach we run the risk of ignoring the
contextual and particular which can very often greatly illuminate the
experience of early modern men and women. Over a hundred year period
the inventories from a small group of communities provide sufficient
data for meaningful statistics to be produced; at the same time the
material allows the full context of the documents to be explored,
either by focusing closely on particularly interesting inventories or
by 1linking the inventory evidence with that contained in other
sources. This study of the 880 probate inventories available for our
four parishes during the period 1660-1760 therefore attempts to
combine both the qualitative use of inventories and statistical

analysis.?

OQur focus is on the actual artefacts contained in the inventories
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rather than on valuations and wealth levels. The inventories from our
four parishes provide a wealth of detailed information on agricultural
property and this will form the basis of our discussion of local
husbandry in chapter one. In particular we shall be concerned with
the type of husbandry practised in the area, the degree of
commercialization among farmers and the differences in property
ownership among various groups within the farming community. 1In the
second chapter greater qualitative use will be made of the inventories
belonging to tradesmen and craftsmen. As yet we know very little
about such subjects as village crafts, river trade and shopkeeping
during the late seventeenth and eighteenth centuries; the discussion
in chapter two is intended to go some way to filling this gap. In the
third chapter we shall move away from the way in which people earned
a living to their lifestyles. After analysing the size of houses and
the ownership of luxury items, we shall focus on the question of
bookownership and reading; a subject about which relatively little is

known in the context of early modern communities.

In contrast to the wide-ranging and well-established research on
probate inventories, wills have, until recently, been relatively
neglected by early modern economic and social historians. In part,
this may be due to the fact that theyf are a more tantalizing
historical source and present more difficulties of interpretation than
inventories. The information which wills contain does not fit readily
into neat categories, nor does it yield patterns easily. Used
carefully, and in conjunction with other sources, however, wills are
an invaluable form of evidence; their wide availability and intimate
nature make them one of the most useful and fascinating personal
documents produced for early modern men and women. The amount of

detail in wills varies enormously, but in format they followed a
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fairly standard pattern. Testators usually began with a statement
that this was, in fact, their last will and testament and that they
were, at the time of writing, "of sound mind". They followed this
with a religious preamble in which they bequeathed their soul and made
arrangements for the disposal of their body. The main part of the
will however, consisted of a more or less detailed disposal of the
temporal estate of the testator. Their bequests could involve several
forms of property ranging from cash sums, book debts and mortgages to
physical artefacts and real estate.”® The testator concluded by
appointing an executor, who was usually the residuary legatee; in some
cases overseers oOr supervisors were appointed to ensure that the
executor acted properly. Finally, the testator either signed or made
a mark at the foot of the document and obtained the signatures or

marks of several witnesses.

The information which the 684 wills from our four parishes contain on
the ownership of different types of property make them a useful source
with which to supplement the inventory evidence, and they will be used
for this purpose in the first three chapters. Our main concern,
however, will be to tap these documents for their abundant evidence on
the quality of family life within the communities. As long ago as
1964, Joan Thirsk argued that the history of the family ought to be a
central concern of English historians and that wills, which she
described, "...faithful mirrors... of the quality of family life",
were a potentially important source for this subject.?” Since that
date the family has indeed become an important research area for early
modern historians, and it has proved to be a subject capable of
generating much debate. However, in their efforts to discover the
structural and attitudinal patterns of family life, scholars have been

largely content to base their research on demographic and literary
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sources.” Thirsk’s plea for the use of wills has been largely
ignored and, when analyses of family relationships using testamentary
evidence have been undertaken, these have usually been as adjuncts to

broader studies.?

The small beginning which has been made on research into testamentary
evidence has revealed that wills provide information on many aspects
of family 1ife. They can, for example, tell us which family members
were entrusted to act as executors, and whether family or friends were
preferred as supervisors, trustees and witnesses. More important, the
actions which testators took in disposing of their property can shed
much light on the economic context of family life. Most fascinating
of all are those wills in which men and women verbalized their
attitudes and feelings towards family members: care, concern, respect,
love, gratitude and occasionally annoyance, are all sometimes
witnessed in the testamentary records. Wills are not easy documents
with which to determine the quality of family life: the individuals
named in them are often difficult to identify; they leave much unsaid
about the innermost workings of the family; a property appreciation of
their contents demands a clear understanding of the context in which
they were produced. However, they are one of the few sources which
can reflect family attitudes among ordinary people in early modern
England. In this thesis they will be used to analyse three aspects of
family life. Chapter four will be concerned with the complex issue of
kinship, analysing, in particular, the ways in which distant relatives
might be called upon to provide different forms of assistance, and the
extent to which they were recognized in the distribution of property
at death. In chapter five we shall look at the ways in which
offspring were provided for in both moral and material terms, asking

what this can tell us about attitudes towards children. Finally in
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CHAPTER 1

THE AGRARIAN ECONOMY

In his survey of the agriculture of the West Riding of Yorkshire,
published in 1799, Robert Brown, the Board of Agriculture surveyor,
wrote:

"...a large proportion of the district is of a quality

naturally favourable to the purposes of good husbandry,

and, under a proper system of management, will amply repay

the farmer for whatever trouble and expense he bestows on

its cultivation"*
Nowhere was this more the case than in the southern Vale of York,
where our four communities were located. Here, a mild climate and a
benign landscape combined to create agricultural conditions which
greatly favoured the farmers of the area during the late seventeenth
and early eighteenth centuries. As the extract from Thomas Jeffreys's
1775 map of Yorkshire on the following page clearly shows, the most
dominant feature of this rural landscape was the river Ouse. The
river could, of course, create problems for local farmers. One needs
only to glance at the lists of fines imposed by the Wistow Manorial
Court to realize that constant attention was always required to see
that river banks were kept in good order and flooding prevented.? Yet
the river also had compensations, for not only did it facilitate the
carrying of agricultural produce to York, Hull and the growing urban
centres of the West Riding, but the alluvial land at the water'’s edge
provided rich pasture and meadow land. Elsewhere in the four

parishes, the soils consisted mainly of outwash, sands and clays which

were eminently suitable for the cultivation of corn and other crops.’

Jeffreys's map also illustrates that, even in the later part of the
eighteenth century, extensive areas of common pasture survived on the

edge of the parishes. In the eastern part of Riccall, the villagers
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enjoyed common rights on Skipwith Moor, one of the largest expanses of
common pasture in the Vale of York, while the inhabitants of Selby
benefited from Selby Common to the west of the town, and the farmers
at Cawood and Wistow had the large area of Cawood Common at their
disposal. These areas of common land yielded a variety of products
(many villagers at Riccall, for example, cut turf from Skipwith Moor),
but their most important function was the provision of grazing. In
this respect the copyholders of Cawood and Wistow were particularly
favoured for, as an entry in the Wistow custumal of 1708 stated:

"The tenents ought to have common of pasture for any

number of catell, beast or swine at all times of ye year

in and through all the lord’s haggs that shall happen to

lye open, and in and through all ye comon woods or

outwoods of Wistow and Cawood with pawnage on the same."*
The woodland indicated on Jeffreys’s map as "Out Wood" was all that
remained of a once much more extensive area of forest; nevertheless,
during the late seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries, the wood

still provided valuable pannage for the manorial tenants of Cawood and

Wistow.

If common pasture was an important element in the rural economy of our
four parishes during this period, common arable seems to have been
much more restricted. The southern Vale of York, in general, was an
area of early piecemeal enclosure and for many parts of the Vale, the
enclosure awards of the late eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, if
they exist at all, refer only to common pasture, the open arable land
having long since been enclosed by agreement.® At Selby there were
no common arable fields at the end of the eighteenth century and no
evidence has been found for their existence at any time during the
period 1660-1760.° At Riccall parliamentary enclosure of the open
fields and commons did not take place until 1883, but there had been

extensive early enclosure and the three open fields were relatively
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small during our period.” The situation was similar at Cawood and
Wistow where the petition for enclosure in 1775 estimated that within
the two manors there were some 2000 acres of woods, marshes, ings,
carrs, commons and other waste ground, but only about twenty acres of
open field lands.® The early enclosure of all four of our parishes
must have brought advantages to the farmers of the area. Indeed, when
Richard Brown visited Selby at the end of the eighteenth century, he
estimated that the difference in value between open and enclosed land

was as much as thirty-three percent.’

The farmers of our four communities operated within a strong manorial
framework. Both Wistow and Cawood formed part of the Archbishop of
York'’s estates, there being a separate manor for each settlement. Also
included within the Cawood parish boundary was the smaller manor of
Keesbury Hall. The Riccall lands were divided between two manors (one
belonging to the Bishop of Ripon and the other to the Prebendary of
Riccall at York Minster). Selby too followed this pattern, the town’s
fields being divided between the two manors of Over Selby and Selby-
cum-Membris.'®* In none of our communities do the surviving manorial
records allow us to piece together a full picture of land-holding, but
wills and court rolls leave us in little doubt that copyhold was the
most significant form of tenure in the area. We should not imagine
however, that the impositions of manorial courts and the prevalence of
copyhold land imposed undue restrictions on farmers. At Wistow, where
documentation is most plentiful, copyholders were secure in their
holdings, and customary land could be bought, sold and mortgaged in
the same way as freehold. In the manorial court rolls of Wistow we
find clear evidence that farmers in the parish at the end of the
seventeenth century, were operating within a vigorous and highly

developed land market.
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Overall, perhaps the most important point about the agrarian landscape
and tenurial arrangements of these riverside communities is that the
area held plenty of potential for those farmers willing and able to
invest in its cultivation. How did farmers respond to the favourable
agricultural conditions of the area? What was the overall importance
of farming in the domestic economies of the inhabitants of our four
communities? What type of husbandry did they practise and how did this
vary between parishes, over time and among the various members of the
farming community? We can go some way to answering these questions by
analysing the agricultural property contained in the farmers’ invento-
ries and combining these with more eclectic sources which cast the odd
gleam of light on farming practice. In the first part of this chapter
we shall quantify the different types of agricultural property found
in the inventories in order to determine the agricultural interests of
farmers. In the second section we shall turn our attention to the
different experiences of gentlemen, yeomen, husbandmen and labourers.
There are, however, inherent difficulties in using probate inventories
to reconstruct the way in which our farmers made a living and it is

salutory to consider some of these before discussing the findings.

Perhaps the most obvious problem is that, as we have seen, inventories
tend to represent the upper echelons of the farming community and,
because of this, the husbandry of humbler folk is largely hidden from
our view. However, in addition to this problem of inventory coverage,
the documents have intrinsic difficulties of which we should be aware.
Probate inventories, for a number of reasons, may omit to mention
agricultural property. Theoretically, crops, livestock, farming imple-
ments and stored produce belonging to the decedent should have been
listed in the inventory, but agricultural property mentioned in wills

and transferred to legatees before probate does not sometimes appear
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in the inventories. In addition, the law did not require certain
property to be included, the most serious omission in this respect
being real estate, for although some types of leasehold property
should have been entered, both freehold and copyhold real estate were
not required to be appraised for probate.'’ Moreover, the omission of
property was sometimes fortuitous; the season in which the inventory
was made, for example, would obviously affect its agricultural con-
tents, especially crops and livestock. Even when property was
included, it was not always accurately appraised. Clearly, appraisers
varied in their diligence and while some carefully listed individual
cereals or types of cattle, others were content with a perfunctory
"crops in the field" or "quick goods in the barn". Such practice
became more common from the 1730s and many of the mid-eighteenth
century inventories are disappointing in their details of agricultural
property. These then are the most serious drawbacks in using inven-
tories to reconstruct local patterns of husbandry. Yet, despite these
problems, inventories remain one of the few sources from which a quan-
titative assessment of farming activity can be made during the early
modern period and, if they provide a less than complete picture of
agricultural practice for certain individuals, they at least allow the

broad characteristics to be defined.

Agricul tural Property and Patterns of Husbandry

In order to obtain some impression of the significance of agriculture
in the economy of these river communities and in the lives of their
inhabitants, the probate inventories from the villages and market
towns have been grouped according to the status of the deceased
person, and the proportion of each group whose inventories reveal at

least some investment in agriculture-has been calculated. (Table 1:1).
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In some cases (especially at Selby) agricultural investment was
minimal and represented little more than the fattening of a pig or the
cultivation of a few crops in the garth. Nevertheless, these people
have been counted as being involved in farming activity, although
those who possessed only horses (which may have been bought by
tradesmen for carriage purpose) or crops in storage (which could have
been purchased rather than cultivated) have not been included among

the farming inventories.

Overall the table reveals the great importance of farming within the
local economy during the late seventeenth and early eighteenth
centuries, with some 66.7 percent of the inventoried population from
all four parishes being involved in agriculture to some degree.
Yeomen, husbandmen and labourers accounted for well over a third of
all known male occupations and the high proportion of unknown status
with agricultural interest indicates that many of these men are also
likely to have been farmers. Moreover, it is evident that many of
those following trades, crafts or professions were also involved in
agriculture and that many women were also dependent, to some extent,
on farming. As we should expect, the degree of agricultural
involvement varied between communities. The figures for Wistow and
Riccall are roughly comparable: although a greater number of
tradesmen, craftsmen, professional men and women appear to have had no
interest in the land at Wistow, both villages reveal a high level of
participation in farming, with over eighty percent of the inventories
indicating some form of agricultural activity. However, at Cawood
nearly thirty percent of inventories showed no direct interest in
husbandry, and at Selby agricultural property was absent in mnearly

half the documents.
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Although the proportion of people involved in agriculture differed
from one community to another, the type of husbandry practised was
broadly similar in each. The inventories leave us in no doubt that
the most important element in the agrarian economy of all four
parishes was the raising of cattle. Table 1:2 reveals that a total of
57.4 percent of inventories listed cattle and, although the proportion
of inventories including cows fell between 1690 and 1710, and again in
the 1740s, in most decades between fifty-five percent and sixty-five
percent of decedents owned dairy and fat stock or both.'® In the 485
cases where it has proved possible to calculate the mean size of the
herd, the figures show a similar fluctuation, but the mean size of the
cattle herd over the entire period was relatively high (7.2) when we
consider that many people, especially widows or craftsmen and
tradesmen, owned only one cow which satisfied their domestic needs.'*
It is notable that Wistow, where the mean herd size was as high as
twelve head of cattle, far outstripped its neighbours in terms of
cattle raising. In the village of Riccall, where there are more
inventories belonging to small husbandmen, and in the market towns,
where many cows were kept by craftsmen and tradesmen, herds tended to
be smaller. In all four communities, however, the herd of cattle was
the mainstay of most farms and represented the most important form of
investment for many people. It is not surprising therefore, that, in
1680, when Anthony Scholey of Cawood died, with arrears of rent owing
to the Archbishop of York, it was his six calves, heifer, steer and
their fodder which were distressed for repayment;the less valuable
pigs, corn and agricultural implements being left to his executors.®
In more straightforward cases, when the appraisers listed the "quick
goods", they invariably began with the cattle and, in their
valuations, beef and dairy stock frequently approached the combined

value of the remaining agricultural property and the household
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TABLE 1:2 Proportion of Inventories Listing Different Livestock

No. of

Inventories Cattle  Horses Oxen Sheep Pigs Poultry
1660-9 162 62.3 40.1 4.3 5.6 33.3 14.8
1670-9 105 61.9 39.0 3.8 13.3 31.4 17.1
1680-9 100 59.0 56.0 2.0 13.0 30.0 8.0
1690-9 111 49.5 40.5 3.6 11.7 21.6 3.6
1700-9 67 43.3 43.3 3.0 18.0 20.9 4.5
1710-9 74 64.9 41.9 2.7 13.5 27.0 12.2
1720-9 86 64.0 85.5 1.2 10.5 18.6 3.5
1730-9 53 58.5 50.9 0.0 13.2 18.9 1.9
1740-9 68 39.7 39.7 1.5 8.8 16.2 0.0
1750-9 54 64.9 44 .4 5.5 16.7 22.2 0.0
Total 880 57.4 44.5 3.0 11.6 25.5 8.0
Parish Totals
Wistow 128 75.0 64.8 4.7 25.0 38.3 23.4
Riccall 202 76.2 52.0 4.5 11.4 29.2 9.9
Selby 380 39.7 29.5 1.3 5.5 18.4 3.2
Cawood 170 61.8 57.6 5.3 15.3 25.3 2.9

TABLE 1:3 Mean Size of Herd/Stud/Flock
No. of

Inventories Cattle Horses Oxen Sheep Pigs Poultry
1660-9 162 5.5 3.4 3.1 21.6 2.8 6.6
1670-9 105 6.7 4.4 4.8 23.4 4.3 9.9
1680-9 100 9.7 4.1 3.0 19.4 4.1 4.6
1690-9 111 7.4 4.3 4.0 45.5 2.8 12.0
1700-9 67 7.1 2.6 3.0 27.5 4.1 4.3
1710-9 74 12.1 4.4 4.0 30.8 3.2 4.0
1720-9 86 6.1 3.5 4.0 16.4 5.8 -
1730-9 53 5.4 3.1 27.1 2.2 -
1740-9 68 6.7 3.2 16.8 4.7 -
1750-9 54 6.8 5.2 4.0 31.5 3.1 -
Total 880 7.2 3.8 3.9 27.1 3.3 6.7
Parish Totals
Wistow 128 12.0 5.3 5.0 30.7 2.7 8.1
Riccall 202 5.4 3.6 3.7 20.0 2.7 5.3
Selby 380 4.7 3.0 4.0 38.0 3.8 5.3
Cawood 170 8.8 3.8 3.3 20.7 4.9 9.0
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artefacts. In October 1710, for example, when the appraisers of
Richard Baynes of Wistow valued his agricultural possessions, they
reckoned that his unthreshed corn and other "houslm[e]|nts" in the barn
were worth £2.0.0 while four horses were appraised at £18.0.0; in
addition, however, the appraisers listed:

"6 haystacks in ye closes and some in

ye barn 60.0.0
12 fat cows at £3 10s per cow is 42.0.0
8 less cows, some fat and some lean

at £3 per cow is 24.0.0
1 bull and some calves 3.0.0m

The value of Richard Baynes’s cattle and fodder amounted to some 43.2
percent of his total worth and represented his most important form of
investment. In the market towns, farmers such as Thomas Tenant, a
yeoman of Cawood, whose herd of thirty cattle represented 40.3 percent
of his wealth,'” or James Stotherd, a Selby cordwainer, whose cattle,
valued at £30.5.0, accounted for thirty-one percent of his entire
worth,*® were also heavily dependent on livestock raising for their

incomes and were by no means exceptional.

It is difficult to make precise judgements as to the relative
importance of beef and dairy farming in the local economy. Where the
appraisers were specific in their descriptions, bullocks, stirks and
steers were frequently listed, indicating that beef production was
important; but the inventories leave us in no doubt as to the over-
whelming significance of dairy farming in the local economy. They
also point to the highly commercialized and market-oriented nature of
dairy production. Altogether some eight percent of farms possessed a
milkhouse or dairy, and although only two percent of the inventories
listed quantities of butter, nearly seven percent contained stocks of
cheese. Cheese presses and other cheese-producing utensils were

commonplace and many households must have produced cheese for home

37



consumption; but it is clear that a large number of people were
invelved in cheese production which far outweighed their domestic
needs. Nowhere is this more evident than at Wistow where more than
sixteen percent of decedents possessed stocks of cheese, many of which
must have been intended for local markets. In 1717, for example, the
yeoman Thomas Cussons, had fifteen milking cows and the chamber over
his house contained sixty-six cheeses valued at £5.0.0," while in
1678, another yeoman, George Walkington, owned twelve milking cows and
had a stock of 128 cheeses which he had produced in his purpose-built
"cheese press house".?* Although the commercial production of cheese
was less widespread in the other three communities, many farmers and
some tradesmen and craftsmen had chambers or milkhouses stocked with
large quantities of dairy produce. Thus in 1694, John Bickers, a
Riccall yeoman, possessed eighty cheeses and ten firkins of butter
worth £13.0.0,** and the milkhouse of the Selby cordwainer, Thomas

Tarboton, contained forty-one cheeses valued at £f4.2.0, when his

inventory was made in 1731.%

Despite the heavy concentration on dairy farming, the typical farmer
of the area extended his investment to other forms of livestock, and,
after cattle, horses were the most frequently mentioned animals in the
inventories. It can be seen in Table 1:2 that, over the whole period,
44.5 percent of inventories contained references to horses; a
percentage which fell to 29.5 percent in the market town of Selby and
rose to 64.8 at Wistow. Horses, of course, had a wide variety of uses
in the pre-industrial economy and this is reflected in the individual
inventories. Samuel Rawlinson, a Selby bachelor, who owned "...one
black bald nagge with an ould sadle and brydle" was typical of many
decedents who possessed only one or two horses for riding.?” Some

tradesmen, notably those involved in the leather or textile trades,

38



maintained a small number of horses to transport their wares, and this
explains the relatively small mean size of studs in Selby. Even in
the villages, the inventories suggest that many horses were bred for
work on the farm concerned, with the typical farmer possessing, at the
most, two or three mares and their foals. Some yeomen were, however,
involved in large scale horse-breeding and the aptly-named Thomas
Horseman, a yeoman of Wistow, with his one stoned horse, seven mares,
three foals, four fillies and three colts, worth £32.0.0,* or John
Marshall, another yeoman of the same village, with a sizeable stud of
eighteen horses in 1672, must have been breeding horses for sale at

the local horse fairs of Howden, Sherburn, Snaith and York.?®

Compared to the areas of prolific wool and mutton production in the
Dales, Moors and Wolds of Yorkshire, sheep-rearing was of minor
importance in the Vale of York.?” Farmers whose sheep flock was their
ma jor form of agricultural investment such as Thomas Hartely of Selby
who owned 104 sheep worth £25.0.0 in 1699, or John Stagg, a currier
of the same town, who owned no livestock beyond his flock of fifty-

five sheep,?

were relatively scarce and there were few men from our
four parishes who could be described primarily as sheep farmers.
Table 1:2 reveals that far fewer people kept sheep than owned cattle
or horses and Table 1:3 indicates that where flocks were raised they
tended to be small in size, averaging just over twenty-seven sheep.
Nevertheless, sheep farming played an important subsidiary role in the
local economy, especially at Wistow, where a quarter of farmers
supplemented their incomes by producing mutton and wool. Typical of
these was Thomas Romans, a prosperous Wistow yeoman, whose inventory

reveals that he invested mainly in cattle and horses, but also that he

had a flock of twenty-three ewes and seven lambs.
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If some farmers were willing to extend their husbandry to include
sheep-rearing, and if at least some sheep were kept on a commercial
scale, the evidence suggests that this was even more the case with
pig-keeping. Just over a quarter of all decedents kept at least one
pig and the number of inventories listing swine was relatively high
throughout the period. No doubt many copyholders at Cawood and Wistow
took advantage of the custom of the manor which, as we have seen, gave
them pannage in the common woods; but in all four communities pigs
were widely kept. Unlike horse-breeding and sheep-raising, pig-
keeping was associated with poorer as well as wealthier farmers, and
many craftsmen and tradesmen in the market towns also fattened a pig
for the autumn killing. Even the impecunious Selby widow, Ann Abbott,
who eked out a meagre living by spinning woollen yarn and picking
ockum owned "... one plar]te of a pig", valued at £0.4.6, and had a
flitch of bacon hanging in her parlour.’* Most people kept one, or
at the most, two sows (hence the low mean size of pig herds in Table
1:3), but examples of pig-keeping on a larger scale, though rare, can
sometimes be found. At Cawood, for example, pigs must have made a
valuable contribution to the incomes of people like Abraham Gibson,
the cooper, who owned nineteen hogs worth f£4.0.0 in 1685 and
Patience Madera, the widow, who, ten years later, possessed two sows,

thirteen pigs and one gilt pig appraised at £4.13.6.%

Just as many people, of all occupations, had a pigsty in their garth,
so many of our parishioners kept a few hens and geese. It is
difficult to know how much reliance to place on the figures for
poultry-keeping in Tables 1:2 and 1:3, for appraisers may have been
less careful in recording hens and geese than other forms of
livestock. After about 1710, fowls were often lumped together as

"pullein" and specific descriptions or numbers of poultry were not

40



recorded in the inventories, while during the last two decades of our
period, no poultry at all were listed. It would seem, therefore, that
the apparent diminution in this type of farming represents the more
perfunctory nature of the eighteenth-century inventories rather than
a real decline. .However, even in the seventeenth century, poultry
appear to have been rarely farmed on a commercial scale with most
flocks being valued at less than ten shillings. Generally speaking,
both poultry and pigs were very much a side-line on the farms of our
riverside communities. The main emphasis was on cattle rearing and
dairy production with pig farwming, horse-breeding and, to a lesser

extent, sheep-farming, representing important secondary activities.

Pasture resources were thus central to the rural economy of the area,
but the inventories plainly show that, though pastoral farﬁing was the
principal source of livelihood for most farmers, many were also
involved in arable farming. The overall importance of crop production
vis a vis livestock farming is difficult to assess from the
inventories, for the mention of crops depended, as has already been
pointed out, on the time of year when the inventory was made. Yet
even if we studied only those inventories produced between seed-time
and harvest, we should still be confronted with the problem that
information as to types and acreages of various crops sown tended to
"be imprecise. The evidence for the scale and nature of arable farming
is therefore rather impressionistic, yet Table 1:4 reveals that,
despite the overall emphasis on cattle, most farmers within the four
parishes operated within a system of mixed husbandry. It also demon-
strates that, just as farmers diversified their livestock interests,

so too they invested in a variety of crops.

41



TABLE 1:4 Proportion of Inventories Listing Different Crops

No. of
Inventories Corn Wheat Rye Barley Oats Pulses Flax Hemp

1660-9 162 17.3 11.1 20.4 19.8 14.2 16.0 14.2 25.9
1670-9 105 13.3 8.6 12.4 18.1 15.2 12.4 8.6 9.5
1680-9 100 23.0 11.0 8.0 12.0 13.0 4.0 7.0 10.0
1690-9 111 18.0 9.9 9.9 1l4.4 11.7 4.5 2.7 6.3
1700-9 67 20.9 7.5 4.5 9.0 11.9 9.0 3.0 1.5
1710-9 74 24.3 8.1 4.1 9.5 14.9 10.8 4.1 2.7
1720-9 86 19.8 2.3 4.7 5.8 8.1 2.3 8.1 14.0
1730-9 53 26.4 9.4 5.7 7.5 9.4 3.8 9.4 9.4
1740-9 68 20.6 5.9 2.9 2.9 11.8 1.5 11.8 7.4
1750-9 54 13.0 5.6 0.0 3.7 11.1 7.4 5.6 1.9
Total 880 19.2 8.4 9.1 11.9 12.5 8.1 8.0 10.8
Parish Totals

Wistow 128 43.0 19.5 5.5 14.8 28.1 14.8 16.4 19.5
Riccall 202 25.7 5.9 19.8 23.8 13.9 13.9 16.8 30.2
Selby 380 6.1 5.3 5.3 4.2 5.8 2.1 3.4 2.1
Cawood 170 22.9 10.0 7.6 12.9 14.1 9.4 1.8 0.6

It can be seen that, in a large number of inventories, the type of
arable crop mentioned was undifferentiated, being described simply as
"corn". However, it would appear that appraisers sometimes used the
word "corn" to describe wheat, and it seems likely that wheat was the
most frequently grown arable crop. Certainly, in those inventories
which provided details of sown acreages of different crops, wheat
seems to have been grown in greater quantities than other types of
cereal. Rye was frequently sown with wheat (sometimes being described
as "hard corn") and may therefore have been more common than the
inventories suggest. Rye appears to have been a more important crop
at Riccall than in the other three communities, but overall its
cultivation declined during our period. Similarly, the cultivation of
barley, also more frequently mentioned at Riccall than elsewhere, was
reduced during the eighteenth century, whereas oats remained an

important crop throughout the period, especially at Wistow.
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The inventories suggest that many farmers from the four parishes
extended their agricultural investment beyond cereal production to
other types of crops. Several farmers grew small quantities of rape;
William Storr, for example, provided hints on the cultivation of rape
in his memorandum book and recorded that "In 1685 my father did thresh
rape upon the 24th August. And in 1709 I sould to Mr. Bever rape-seed
at 24 pound a last".™ Without doubt, however, the most important
commercial crops other than cereals were pulses, flax and hemp and
their significance can be plainly seen in Table l:4. Peas, which are
particularly suited to light soils, were only infrequently listed in
the inventories, but beans, being more at home in the heavier soils of
the area, were much in evidence, especially at Wistow and Riccall,
where they were sown alongside oats in the spring. However, it was
the cultivation of flax (usually described as "line") and, more
especially, hemp (particularly suited to the rich alluvial soils of
the area), which differentiated the villages from the market towns.
At Wistow and Riccall both crops were found growing in relatively
large quantities in the garths and backsides and their cultivation
formed the basis of the local weaving and rope-making crafts which

were an integral part of the local economy.®

Thus the quantitative analysis of arable farming in the inventories
suggests that, though there was an emphasis on wheat production, a
wide variety of crops were cultivated. This finding is corroborated
by close inspection of individual inventories which shows that most
people were careful to maintain a balance between their different
crops. In April 1685, for example, the appraisers of Stephan
Chamberlaine, a Wistow weaver, noted that his sown corn included three
acres of wheat worth £6.0.0 together with oats and line wvalued at

£2.0.0; in addition, they valued "ground, tild for barley" at £1.10.0.%
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The inventory of Roger Ellis, a butcher, illustrates that a similar
balance was being maintained in eighteenth century Wistow; his
inventory of May 1742 included hay and corn in storage worth £1.10.0,
three and a half acres of wheat in the field valued at £8.15.0
together with two acres of oats and two and a half acres of rape
totalling £11.0.0.Y Among men who were described as gentlemen or
yeomen, large acreages were cultivated, but, like the part-time
farmers, they too attempted to balance their crops. In March 1702,
for example, the Wistow yeoman, George Walkington, possessed large
quantities of corn, barley, beans, peas and hay stored in his barn and
chambers, together with "rapes on the ground" valued at £27.0.0, "oats
new sown" appraised at £4.2.0, four acres of wheat and corn worth
£6.0.0 and six acres of land ploughed for the spring sowing of barley
which was estimated at £1.0.0.°® At Riccall, acreages of sown crops
tended to be smaller than at Wistow, but farmers were equally anxious
to diversify in terms of their arable production. Thus, in June 1669,
the Riccall yeoman, Richard Maskall, possessed four and a half acres
of rye, four acres of oats, three acres and one rood of barley, three

acres of hemp and three acres of peas and beans.*

Some farms were evidently deeply involved in producing corn and other
crops for local markets and the inventories contain numerous examples
of men with large acreages devoted to arable production whose incomes
must have been heavily dependent on the sale of their crops. In only
a few cases, however, do we find direct evidence of the marketing of
crops. In 1662, the inventory of William Myers, a Selby draper,
recorded that, in addition to the corn growing in his close and the
"cabbides, unions, psnips and carets" in his barn and yard, he also
had hay and line "sold to John Huby" for £2.16.0.*° In 1753, Robert

Knowles, a Wistow yeoman, was also involved in commercial arable
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farming; his appraisers noted oats, malt, wheat and maslim in storage
worth £38.0.0, four acres of rape, eight acres of wheat and nineteen
acres of oats, worth a total of £54.0.0, together with "oats sold" for
£16.0.0.** Such examples provide only tantalizing glimpses of the
marketing of agricultural produce, but there can be no clearer
illustration of a farmer acutely aware of local markets and anxious to
obtain the best possible price for his crops than the entry in William
Storr'’s memorandum book which reads:

"In the year 1698 I soul[d] mean wheat at £f1.2.6 a load,

but good wheat was sould from that price to 30 shillings

in seed time. I had a parcill of wheat soe small that it

would not sell in the markett soe that I put litles on it

amongst my bread corn and soe got it sould, but at the

last I had 7 load of it left, soe I went to Selby and

brought 3 load of rye and mixed it with that small wheat

and then with it to Wetherby market and there sould it to

Mary Banks, a baker, for 21 shillings a load... I sould

oats that year for £1.2.6 a qtor to George Smith and I

sould Mary Child and John Jackson ots at the same prize in

1709 and all corn was dear accordingly and continued at

good prizes sume time after."*?
Here then, was a man with a keen sense of profit, desirous to make the
most of his investment in cereals. Many farmers from the area who,
like William Storr, invested heavily in arable crops, must have used

local grain markets in this way, although their activities have rarely

left any traces in the records.

An analysis of the agricultural implements found in the inventories
reinforces the impression that tillage was an important form of
investment for many farmers; it also suggests that, generally
speaking, most farms in the locality were well equipped. In Table 1:5
the agricultural implements have been analysed by decade and parish.
It can be seen that the most commonly found heavy implements in the
inventories were ploughs and harrows and that, despite apparent short-
term fluctuations, there was little change in the proportion of

farmers owning these implements over the hundred year period. Not
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everyone, of course, possessed a plough or harrow, and the 1672
inventory of Leonarde Metcalfe, a Wistow yeoman, which listed two
debts owing "...by Ralph Wood, for plowing £0.5.0" and "...by
Elizabeth Hall, for plowing, £0.3.0" reveals that poorer people were
sometimes dependent on their more fortunate mneighbours in this
respect.*® However, if not ubiquitous, ploughs and harrows were very
common, and many examples could be cited of even quite poor farmers,
with relatively small acreages under cultivation, who nevertheless had
a plough and a couple of harrows in their yards.

TABLE 1:5 Proportion of Inventories Listing Different
Agricultural Implements

No.of Hand
Inventories Ploughs Harrows Tools Wains Waggons Carts

1660-9 162 14.2 13.0 8.6 5.6 0.0 9.3
1670-9 105 13.3 15.2 10.5 2.9 1.0 11.4
1680-9 100 21.0 18.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 20.0
1690-9 111 16.2 9.9 1.8 3.6 8.1 9.0
1700-9 67 7.5 6.0 0.0 0.0 7.5 10.4
1710-9 74 20.3 13.5 1.4 1.4 14.9 5.4
1720-9 86 25.6 20.9 2.3 0.0 23.3 4.7
1730-9 53 26 .4 15.1 1.9 0.0 26 .4 3.8
1740-9 68 11.8 7.4 1.5 0.0 17.6 1.5
1750-9 54 18.5 14.9 1.9 0.0 18.5 5.6
Total 880 17.0 13.5 4.1 2.2 9.5 8.7
Parish Totals

Wistow 128 31.3 28.9 12.5 3.1 14.0 16.4
Riccall 202 25.7 17.3 4.0 3.0 16.8 5.9
Selby 380 5.8 5.8 1.8 0.5 3.7 4.7
Cawood 170 21.2 14.7 2.9 4.1 10.6 15.9

Unfortunately, the figures for hand tools are less reliable than for

other types of agricultural implements. From the 1680s appraisers

tended to give increasingly perfunctory accounts of cheaper agricul-

tural tools, lumping them together as "husbandry gear" or "other
n 44

furniture", or, in one case, "other useful things". It is unlikely,

therefore, that there was a reduction in the proportion of people
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owning hand tools from the last two decades of the seventeenth century
as the figures in Table 1:5 at first sight suggest. When appraisers
did provide details of hand tools, the most commonly noted implements
were rakes, forks and shovels of various kinds. Turf spades were
common in Riccall, where turf was used as a domestic fuel, while
brakes, used for crushing hemp, were much in evidence in the two
villages. Threshing implements which included such items as winnowing
fans, sieves, riddles, scuttles and sieving cloths were sometimes
itemized in detail, although such equipment was valued at only a few

shillings.

O0f much greater significance in terms of overall agricultural
investment were wheeled farm vehicles which included wains, waggons
and carts. Indeed, wheeled vehicles and their accessories were fre-
quently the most valuable pieces of farm equipment as the inventory of
John Ellis of Wistow demonstrates. In 1748, the yeoman’s stable con-
tained "2 pair of iron gears, 3 sadles, 3 swindle trees, 4 pair of
gears, 3 colters, 5 pair of blinkers", worth a total of f1.14.6; in
his barn were "One winnowing fan, scutles, rudles, shovls, forks,
rakes", valued at £5.0.0, together with "2 plows, 2 pair of harrows
and sledges belonging"”, worth £1.0.0; by far his most expensive equip-
ment however, were his "Two waggons and all thereunto belonging”,
which his appraisers valued at £6.0.0.*° Although John Ellis'’s
waggons were certainly used on the farm, we cannot be sure that all
the wheeled vehicles mentioned in the inventories were used in farm
work.It would seem 1likely, however, that carting and carrying
facilities were well-developed on the farms of the area. Moreover,
the figures reveal a significant change in the type of wvehicle
employed over the course of the century. Clearly, the four-wheeled

waggon was gradually superseding the two-wheeled wain and cart as the
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period progressed; a change which must have greatly facilitated the
marketing of cereals and other crops.‘® Though not apparent in the
figures in Table 1:5, another improvement was the diffusion of iron-
bound vehicles. Such carts and wains were not unknown in the mid-
seventeenth century, as the inventory of Thomas Brindholme, a yeoman
of Cawood, which listed "2 iron bunn waynes" in 1660 reveals,* but
their use became much more widespread during the next hundred years.
The gradual adoption of waggons and other iron-bound vehicles, even on
quite small farms, suggests that many farmers in the region had the
wherewithal to invest in improved equipment and confirms our
impression that the system of mixed farming found in the river

communities created a prosperous farming community.

Overall, the evidence of farming activities in the probate inventories
suggests that the agrarian economy of these river communities was
based on mixed farming with a bias towards dairy farming. In this
respect the villages and market towns conformed to a pattern which was
probably typical of riverside parishes the southern Vale of York as a
whole.*® The sources also reveal a high degree of commercialization
among the farmers of the area with production for local markets, both
in terms of livestock and arable, being commonplace on many farms.
Moreover, although we have seen that changes in agricultural invest-
ment did take place over the period 1660 to 1760, the balance of
arable and livestock and the willingness of farmers to produce for the
market were enduring characteristics of the local rural economy. These
two features were also common to both market towns and villages though
the communities evidently differed from each other in terms of their

overall involvement in different forms of agricultural production.
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Degrees of Farmers

Just as it is important to be sensitive to the variation in farming
practice between neighbouring communities, so too, if we are to fully
appreciate the complexity of the rural economy in the late seventeenth
and early eighteenth centuries, is it necessary to differentiate bet-
ween farmers of different standing. We have seen that many people in
the riverside communities earned a living by farming, yet the word
‘farmer’ does not begin to appear in local documents until the 1750s.
Before that date contemporaries recognized four broad status groups
within the farming community: gentlemen, yeomen, husbandmen and
labourers. Historians have shown that these descriptions are a use-
ful, though imprecise, tool with which to dissect early modern rural
society. Despite attempts to define these groups in terms of the size
of their farms, the tenure under which they held their property, their
personal wealth or lifestyles, our perception of the rural hierarchy
remains rather vague.® In particular, we have only a partial under-
standing of the relationships between status descriptions and the ways
in which different groups earned a living. What can an analysis of
agricultural property in the inventories reveal about the economic

activities of labourers, husbandmen, yeomen and gentlemen?

Because the 1labourers for whom inventories were made tended to
represent the more affluent members of the labouring population, it is
difficult to gain more than a limited and rather skewed impression of
their agricultural activities and the ways in which they earned a
living. From the fifteen labourers’ inventories which survive for our
four parishes, it would appear that these men were rarely entirely
dependent on wage-labour for their livelihood, although it should be

reiterated that the sample is probably unrepresentative, and among the
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labouring population generally there are likely to have been many who
kept mo livestock and grew no crops. Even among the inventoried
sample, however, few labourers had substantial investments in
agriculture. Although it was not unknown to find hand tools listed
among a labourer’s property, only the 1664 inventory of Henry Leadham,

° and no

of Wistow, listed a plough alongside his scythe and forks,?®
labourers apparently owned harrows, waggons, wains or carts. Given
the difficulty of identifying labourers in the Wistow manorial
documents, it is impossible to say how much land a labourer might have
owned. The inventories do reveal, however, that some men tilled small
acreages (William Horsley, of Riccall, for example; had one rood of
winter corn and a half acre of barley when his inventory was made in
1694),% but they also suggest that such men were exceptional and,
generally speaking, crop cultivation was restricted to larger farms.
Instead, labourers supplemented their incomes by investing in live-
stock. Here the emphasis was on cattle, pigs and poultry; horses were
only rarely found among the labourers’ livestock and sheep never
appeared. A typical example of the type of agricultural investment
found in the labourers’ inventories is provided by that of George
Richardson, of Riccall, whose appraisers, in 1669, listed a cow and
fodder (together with a small quantity of cheese and butter), one sow
and four pigs, one stag, two old geese and some young ones, together
with "all the poaltrie”; in addition, he possessed a small quantity of
"line unbraked", a half acre of peas and oats and one rood of
barley.*® George Richardson's farming activities must have gone some
way to satisfy his domestic needs, but there could have been little

left over for him to sell in local markets.

In early modern England, the designation "husbandman" could be used

either as a generic term to mean all tillers of the soil, or, more

50



specifically, to indicate small farmers possessing anything from five
to fifty acres of land.®” In the local documents from our four river
communities, the word "husbandman" was used in this more specific
sense to indicate those in the rural hierarchy who found themselves
placed above the lowly labourer in terms of their farming wealth. In
some cases, husbandmen represented the younger members of the farming
community who had not yet had chance to establish themselves as
successful and prosperous farmers. In 1743, for example, when Thomas
Herriman, of Riccall, made his will at the age of twenty-seven, he
described himself as a "husbandman", but his appraisers preferred to
call him a "singleman".® Similarly, in 1695, Robert Storr of Scalm
Park made a bequest in his will to "William Storr, husbandman, my
deare son", who was then aged thirty—seven;55 yet, William was to
become one of the most influential members of the Wistow community,
and by the time he wrote his own will in 1731, was describing himself
as a "gentleman".’® Husbandmen were not, of course, always younger
men, and it is mot difficult to find examples among the testamentary
records of husbandmen who were middle-aged, or who had retired from
farming, having handed over the farm to their sons. However, we
should not lose sight of the fact that, for some at least, their
status as husbandmen may have represented a transitional phase in

their farming lives.

An analysis of agricultural property in husbandmen’s inventories,
suggests that there was considerable degree of overlap in terms of
farming investment between these men and labourers. Some smaller
husbandmen possessed agricultural property which failed to match that
of more substantial labourers. In 1726, for example, when William
Pallister died, his appraisers listed only a small parcel of tow (the

shorter fibres of flax or hemp), six pecks of barley and a small
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parcel of hay in his barn together with "...2 old drape cows and a
why" and "...3 poor small calves"; the combined value of his livestock
and crops totalled only £6.15.0.”” Even more impecunious was Thomas
Tallery, who kept only a horse and cow on the two acres of land
attached to his house.®® At the other extreme were men like William
Smith of Selby, whose appraisers listed cows, horses, pigs and poultry
to the value of £55.1.0; corn and hay worth £20.0.0; and agricultural
implements which included two waggons, a cart, a plough,two harrows
and horse-gear.®”® Such men could not be distinguished from middling
yeomen in terms of their farming activity and their difference in
status must have been attributable to other factors. However, despite
the fact that some husbandmen were more akin to labourers or yeomen in
terms of their agricultural investment, it is possible to differen-
tiate between the farming activity of the three groups and to

visualize the farm of a typical husbandman.

Most husbandmen clearly concentrated their investment on livestock
production and were primarily dairy farmers; large studs of horses or
flocks of sheep were mnoticeably absent from the husbandmen’s
livestock, and although arable farming was sometimes undertaken,it was
unusual for more than ten acres to be under cultivation. A good
example of this pattern of agricultural investment is provided by the
case of Edward Foster, of Wistow, who, when he died in 1730, farmed
eleven and a half acres in three closes and possessed the following

farming property according to his appraisers:

"Itm in the dairy one chern, one cheese press,

twelve bowls with other small things 0. 8.0
Itm in the chamber one chaf bed, one cimlin

with some wheat 0.18. O
Itm two cows, two heifers, two calves 10. 5. 0
Itm one mare, two followers 7. 0. O
Itm hay and corn 10. 0. o»*°
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Edward Foster’'s arable production was evidently insufficient to
necessitate the possession of heavy implements, but husbandmen with
larger acreages under cultivation sometimes invested in ploughs and
other gear. The inventory of Christopher Durham of Wistow, for
example, reveals that, although his main investment was in his dairy
herd of three cows, three calves and three young beasts, he
nevertheless had five acres of corn worth £6.10.0. and possessed a
waggon, two harrows, a plough and gears.® Generally speaking,
however, husbandmen, though more likely to own heavy implements than
labourers, were still dependent on the ploughs and harrows of their

more prosperous neighbours.

Far more numerous than either the inventories of husbandmen or of
labourers were those belonging to the yeomen of our four parishes.
Yeomen formed the largest group of inventoried farmers in each
community and far outnumbered husbandmen. Indeed, at Cawood, some
thirty-two inventories were made for yeomen while only one husbandman
was represented in the sample. The number of husbandman and yeoman
inventories is more balanced in the other three parishes (especially
at Riccall), yet the yeomen formed such a substantial group in all
four parishes that it is difficult to generalise about their ownership
of agricultural property. Unlike the situation in parts of southern
England, where its use was usually reserved for the more prosperous
members of the farming community, at Wistow, Riccall, Selby and
Cawood, the term encompassed a wide range of men spanning a broad

spectrum of farming investment.®

The overlap between husbandmen and yeomen in our four parishes was

considerable, and it is not difficult to find examples of yeomen whose
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investment in agriculture was well below that of the average
husbandman, and, in some cases, even fell short of that of the wealthy
labourer. In September 1701, for example, the appraisers of Thomas
Featherston's goods, recorded that his agricultural investments
consisted of "...one cart with hay and corn...three cows, four calves,
one mare and foal, one follower, one horse" and were worth £25.0.0.%
Yet Thomas Featherston was by no means the poorest yeoman: at Riccall,
Robert Robinson’s four cows and two horses, together with his one acre
of winter corn, his manure and share in a haystack, were worth only
£14.15.0% while John Gelstropp's two cows, three horses, seven sheep,
one pig and hens came to a meagre £9.0.8.°° Even a£ Wistow, where
inventoried farmers tended to be wealthier than across the river, we
find men like Jervaise Bell who, despite calling himself a yeoman in
his will, possessed only a small quantity of unbroken hemp, a parcel
of hay and straw, a load of manure, two kyne and "Two foles that is
sick and cannot rise of themselves"; the sum total of his farming

investment was less than £6.0.0.°%

If some yeomen were indistinguishable from husbandmen and even from
labourers in terms of their investment in agriculture, the probate
evidence nevertheless shows that the highly commercialized farms of
some of the larger and more prosperous yeomen were worlds apart from
the smaller concerns of their humbler neighbours. 1In addition to
their large dairy herds, many of these men maintained large flocks of
sheep and sizeable studs of horses; some had over fifty acres under
arable cultivation and nearly all possessed at least one plough, two
harrows and a number of carts, wains, and waggons. Examples of
substantial yeomen, farming large acreages and deeply involved in
production for local markets, could be cited from any one of our four

parishes, but nowhere was the farming wealth of this group more in
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evidence than at Wistow. The example of William Naylor can be used to
illustrate a level of farming investment which was by no means unusual
in the village. When the yeoman died in 1711, his appraisers listed
his extensive and valuable farming property. He possessed a large
dairy herd of eighteen cows which, together with his bull, was
appraised at £70.0.0. In his buttery was to be found his dairy
equipment - shelves, barrels, bowls and cheese-presses - which, when
added to the stock of cheeses and shelves in his chamber, were worth
£18.0.0. William Naylor'’s 1livestock interests extended beyond
dairying however, for he also possessed a further thirty-seven head of
beef cattle, a stud of nine horses, a flock of eighty-seven sheep and
lambs, a tup and four pigs, adjudged to be worth a further £159.15.0.
In the ensuing winter months, his animals would have been foddered on
the large quantities of hay which the yeoman had in several stacks
scattered around the village fields and on the river banks. Moreover,
although livestock formed the basis of his farming activities, William
Naylor also cultivated extensive acreages of crops: the corn and the
rape not yet harvested were valued at £20.0.0, while the rape-seed,
wheat, maslen, oats, beans and barley safely stored in his barn were
worth another £57.0.0. His three carts, two ploughs, three harrows
and other farming equipment brought the sum total of his agricultural

investments to some £401.15.0.%

In terms of their ownership of agricultural property, it is difficult
to differentiate between prosperous yeomen like William Naylor and
those who were designated "Mr", "Gent", or "Esquire" in the local
documents. Some of these forty-one gentlemen for whom inventories
survive, especially those from Cawood and Wistow, were the owners of
sizeable farms. One of the wealthiest of these was James Wilkinson of

Cawood, whose appraisers made the following assessment of his

55



agricultural property in 1710:

"Two wagons, 2 plows and harrows and

plow geer 10. 0. O
Five calves, 4 oxen, 3 steers,

3 calves in the wood 32.10. O
2 fillys, a colt, an old horse,

a galloway, an old mare 10. 0. O
An old gray horse, 2 mares and foals,

4 foals a year old 11. 0. O
A foal 2 yrs old, one 3 yrs old

a bay filley 9. 0. 0
2 pigs, 8 cows, a bull 22.10. O
Wheat, beans, barley, oats, 23 acre and half 60. 0. O
Hay in the closes, hay in the church end 54, 0. 0
Beans and mault in the chamber 14. 0. O"*®

James Wilkinson was evidently farming on a considerable scale, but it
is notable that the value of his farmstock was just ove£ half that of
William Naylor. Indeed, few gentlemen could even match James
Wilkinson's investment in agricultural property. The majority owned
only one or two cows, a few riding horses and a pig, while few had
sizeable acreages under cultivation or owned extensive agricultural
equipment. In many cases, the home farms of gentlemen appear to have

been considerably smaller than those of wealthier yeomen.

Our analysis of the agricultural property found in the probate
inventories of labourers, husbandmen, yeomen and gentlemen, has shown
that the level of farming activity as recorded in these sources is a
very blunt tool with which to dissect the different groups within the
farming community. To a certain extent this is a reflection of the
inadequacies of the documents; we have seen that it is rarely possible
to perceive anything of the husbandry practised by the poorer farmers,
while, for the reasons discussed at the beginning of this chapter, the
inventories provide a far from complete picture, even for middling and
higher ranks. Yet the impossibility of producing a neatly-packaged
hierarchy of the ownership of farming property within our four

communities, which can be conveniently seen in terms of a four-fold
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division within rural society, is also a reflection of reality. We
have seen that the designation "yeoman" covered too wide a socio-
economic spectrum for these men to be seen as a distinctive group of
farmers, while, at the same time, the imprecision with which the terms
labourer, husbandman and gentleman were applied in our four
communities, suggests that perceptions of individual farmers were
susceptible to a great deal of subjective judgement. Clearly other
material and cultural factors were of fundamental importance in
determining the applicability of these terms. One final criterionm
which partially accounts for the rather blurred distinctions between
members of the farming communities, and which should be discussed
here, was the tendency of all ranks within late seventeenth- and early
eighteenth-century society to participate in a wide variety of
economic activities. Indeed, it is somewhat inaccurate to speak of a
distinct "farming community" within the local rural economy for the
probate records plainly reveal that many of those described as
gentlemen, yeomen, husbandmen and labourers, were deeply involved in
a range of professions, trades, crafts and other forms of economic

activity.

The wills of the gentry are illuminating in this respect for they
reveal that many were large owners of real estate, widely scattered
over the southern Vale of York and beyond. There can be no doubt that
the rents from this property formed a major source of income. Because
of the fragmentary nature of the evidence, it is difficult to present
a complete picture of gentry land-holding; however, the case of
Partridge Ashton, a gentleman of Cawood, neatly illustrates the point
that direct cultivation of the soil formed only part of the
gentleman’s income, and goes some way to explaining the limited amount

of agricultural property found in gentlemen’s inventories. When his
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inventory was made in July 1697, Partridge Ashton’s home farm was
stocked with four cows,four calves, thirteen heifers and steers and
three horses which were valued at £30.0.0. According to his will,
made a few months earlier, however, he owned, in addition to his
property in Cawood, a parcel of land in Lincolnshire and further real
estate in the parish of Garthrop, which was to provide his daughter
with a yearly annuity of £7.10. 0 after his death.®® This must have
been a meagre amount however, in comparison with the real estate of
the Selby gentleman, Nicholas Smith, who, in 1756, bequeathed to his
only son his "...lands and tenements in Selby, Wistow, Cawood and
Barleby, or elsewhere in Yorkshire...",” or with the property of
William Marton, also of Selby, who left a quarter of the royalties of

the manor of Rothwell, together with five cottages and thirty-nine and

a half acres in the same manor to his unborn child.™

If the evidence from their wills suggests that, for many market town
gentlemen, investment in real estate may have been of greater
importance than direct involvement in husbandry, their probate records
also reveal wurban gentlemen who were primarily tradesmen or
professional men. As we saw at the beginning of this chapter, a
quarter of Cawood gentlemen and nearly a half of those from Selby
possessed no livestock, crops, or agricdltural equipnment.
Occasionally, a discrepancy between the designation used in their
wills and in their inventories, makes it clear that these men were
lawyers or prosperous tradesmen. In 1693, for example, when Paul
Odingsell, of Selby, made his will, he described himself as a
"gentleman", but the following year his appraisers preferred to call
him an "attorney".’® Similarly, in 1692, Thomas Marshall, of the same

town, was designated "woollen draper" in his inventory, but assumed

gentry status in his will.” If some gentlemen were wholly devoted to
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professions and trades, others, like Bethel Staggs, of Selby, combined
an interest in agriculture with investments in real estate and trade.
In his inventory of 1748, he was accorded the title "Mr", but
described himself as a "currier” in his will of the same year.
Bethell Staggs was evidently a reasonably large farmer - his
appraisers listed livestock worth £54.17.0 together with extensive
acreages of crops under cultivation and large amounts in store - yet
his inventory reveals that as well as farming and dressing leather, he
was also dealing in tea, tobacco, rum, brandy and compounds, while his
will shows that he owned large amounts of copyhold and freehold

property, not only in Selby, but also in neighbouring villages.”

Although it is not difficult to find examples of yeomen from our four
parishes who possessed no agricultural property, such cases probably
represented retired farmers rather than yeomen who were, in fact,
tradesmen or craftsmen. Yeomen appear to have been primarily farmers,
but we should not think that this militated against them becoming
involved in other forms of economic activity. For more prosperous
yeomen this could mean participating in the river trade. Robert
Wilson of Cawood, for example, termed himself a "yeoman" in his will
and though his inventory indicated that he was a small farmer,
possessing wheat, barley and oats valued at £5.0.0 and a herd of
fifteen cattle, his appraisers chose to call him a "mariner".”
Similarly, in 1660, when John Watson also of Cawood, died, his
appraisers described him as a yeoman and listed his extensive
agricultural investments; but his will revealed that, in addition to
farming, John Watson also relied on his maritime investments, for he
left his wife "...one eighth part of one ship called the Marian and
one sixteenth part of one ship called the Unitye", while his brother

was also to receive "...one sixteenth part of one ship called
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Maryeman".’® Moreover, while no yeomen appear to have been large

merchants, the inventory of John Wilkinson of Cawood indicates that
they could be involved in small-scale retailing, for in 1726, his
appraisers listed, in addition to the yeoman’s farming property, a
small shop which contained a long table, a chest, candles, soap and

grocery-ware worth £1.0.0.7

The inventories suggest that poorer yeomen, husbandmen and labourers
were also involved in economic activities other than farming. Indeed,
one of the most notable features of the domestic economy of these men
(especially among the labouring population) was the extent to which
they were dependent on various sources of income. In 1666, for
example, William Swann, a labourer of Cawood, combined carpentry (his
inventory listed a table-leaf and other timber in his shop) with
farming and working for wages in order to support himself and his

family.” Without doubt, the most common form of supplementary income
came from the textile trades. Stocks of wool, hemp and flax were
frequently found in the inventories of labourers, husbandmen and small
farmers, while spinning wheels and quantities of yarn were also
numerous. Even more important than spinning however, was the making
of cloth. The Woodalls of Wistow, provide an apposite example of a
weaving and farming family. 1In 1666, when William Woodall died, he
was described in his inventory as a "yeoman", but six years before he
had appeared in a probate bond as a "linen webster".” When his two
sons died in the 1690s they were continuing their father's dual
occupation; Thomas'’s appraisers listed "in ye chamber...A p'cell of
yarne wth workeing geers" and "In ye shopp one loome wth other
workeing geere" in addition to his farm goods;® while his brother,
describing himself as a "yeoman" in his will, also owned a loom.™

Nowhere was weaving more important than in the wvillage of Riccall
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where it appears to have been a useful supplement to the agricultural
income of many small farmers. Here, William Blanshard, who, in 1705,
left his son "...one loume with all things belonging the loume"
together with "...half an accker of hay in the low marsh, two lands of
beans and peas on the far sid of the baglan hill" provides a good

example of a small husbandman-weaver.®

Thus, there is a great deal of evidence that farmers of all social
ranks were involved in a variety of economic activities in addition to
the rearing of livestock and the cultivation of crops. For wealthier
farmers, these forms of investment represented an opportunity to boost
their already ample agricultural incomes, while for those lower down
the farming ladder, they probably meant the difference between a
satisfied and a hungry belly. Whatever the motivation behind such
activities, the probate inventories show that, though agriculture was
fundamental to the rural economy, other forms of economic activity
were also important in our riverside communities. Exactly what these
activities were, and how they related to the local agrarian economy,

will be our concern in the next chapter.
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CHAPTER 2

CRAFTS AND TRADES

One of the factors which distinguished market towns from villages in
the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries was their occupational
structure. As we have seen, many people in lesser market towns like
Cawood were heavily dependent upon farming for their livelihood but,
though agriculture pervaded the economies of small towns in this
period, a significant number of their inhabitants relied on trade to
provide them with a living. The typical market town offered a variety
of services and possessed a range of crafts, trades and professions
which made it a distinct community from surrounding villages.® Like
the majority of pre-industrial market towns and villages, none of our
communities has an extant contemporary listing which provides compre-
hensive details of the occupations of its inhabitants. However, some
of the most useful alternative documents in this respect are parish
registers and we are fortunate that the registers from both our market

towns contain some occupational data.?

Between 1698 and 1759 the entries in the Selby registers of baptisms
and marriages were frequently accompanied by occupational designations
and this information was also sometimes provided for those buried
between 1698 and 1705. Even for these years the coverage was far from
complete, and any attempt to gauge proportions of people working in
different occupations would be over-stretching the evidence; yet the
registers leave us in no doubt that the range of occupations within
the larger of the two market towns was extremely wide and that many of
its inhabitants were working in relatively specialized jobs. Overall,
the 657 entries in the registers which were accompanied by

occupational designations covered some eighty-four different
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vocations. Many of these met the basic needs of the market town and
were concerned with building, woodwork, metalwork, leatherwork and the
production, processing or retailing of food, drink, clothing, footwear
or other necessities such as pots, baskets and candles. Others,
however, were catering for a more specialized demand and included such
trades as hatter, gingerbread maker, clockmaker and chimney-sweep.
Selby’s position as a river-trading entrepot created employment for a
large number of mariners and shipwrights together with excisemen and
ferrymen, while its role as a local market and cultural centre,
demanded the services of innkeepers, specialized shopkeepers,
apothecaries, barber-surgeons and even a dancing-master.’ The Cawood
parish register is of more limited use than that from Selby. No
occupa?ional information is given in the marriage registers, and
although occupations are sometimes recorded for burials and baptisms
from 1717.onwards, the evidence is far from complete. However, the
occupational data contained in the register suggests that, though
Cawood lacked the varied and specialized economic structure of its

larger mneighbour, the lesser port nevertheless contained a wide

variety of occupations. Some forty-one different trades were mentioned

among the 254 specific entries in the register, including a number of

mariners and shopkeepers and such specialist jobs as chair-maker,

bone-setter and stay-maker.!

Unfortunately, comparative data is not found in the parish registers
from the villages of Wistow and Riccall, which only rarely recorded
occupations during the period 1660-1760, and we are therefore forced
to use less useful sources. For both villages the occupations of
bondsmen were systematically recorded in the administration bonds
while wills, inventories and manorial court papers also contained

names linked with occupational designations. These documents are much
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less socially comprehensive in their coverage than parish registers,
for bondsmen were mostly chosen from the higher echelons of village
society, while testators were biased towards wealthier inhabitants and
those mentioned in manorial documents towards the farming community.
Despite these problems, the occupational information which these
documents yield suggests that, though the great majority of people in
the villages were yeomen, husbandmen or labourers, some at least were
primarily involved in producing and selling the necessities of every-
day life. Indeed, at Riccall, the large number of linen-weavers found
in local documents suggests that this was an important industry in the

village.

The overall occupational structures of Selby, Cawood, Wistow and
Riccall, defy detailed and systematic analysis, but even a cursory
examination of the available evidence suggests a complex and sophi-
sticated local economy containing a wide variety of trades and
callings. The occupational designations found in parish registers and
other local sources provide useful prolegomena to the study of trades
and crafts within rural society, but it is important to realize that
these descriptions can present a misleading impression of the ways by
which people earn their living in the pre-industrial economy; just as
many men labelled as gentlemen, yeomen, husbandmen or labourers, had
economic interests outside agriculture, so too, many of those des-
cribed as tradesmen and craftsmen in local records invested in agri-
culture or in trades outside their specialist calling. The example of
John Whittill, of Selby, will suffice to show just how diverse these
activities could be. In his will of 1675 Whittill described himself
as a "cordwinder” and his inventory listed his stock-in-trade from

this occupation comprising 134 pairs of boots and shoes together with

substantial quantities of leather. In addition, however, he owned a
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a '/, share of a ship worth £8.0.0 and was involved in the domestic
production of yarn, while his inventory also indicated that the bulk
of his investment (over £100.0.0) was in agriculture and his will
revealed that he was a substantial landowner, not only in Selby, but
in the neighbouring parish of Cliffe.® Probate records provide a far
from complete picture of the activities of tradesmen and craftsmen
like John Whittill, but as this example clearly shows, they do allow
us to penetrate beneath the misleading simplicities of occupational

designations to the more varied ways in which people earned a living.

The dual or multiple nature of occupations in early modern England is
now well-attested, not only in areas of early industrial production,
but also in predominantly agricultural villages and small market
towns.® The degree to which tradesmen participated in agriculture
varied a great deal from trade to trade. As Keith Wrightson and David
Levine have pointed out, rural craftsmen whose skills were continually
in demand might have restricted themselves wholly to their trade while
wealthy tradesmen may have invested in land without actually working
it themselves.’ The inventories from our four parishes allow us to
explore in detail the extent to which different tradesmen involved
themselves in agriculture and provide much evidence on the scale of
investment in ;tock-in-trade, tools and ships. The types of trading
property revealed in the inventories, however, are too diverse to
allow a detailed tabulation of the contents of workshops and shops,
and the approach in this chapter will therefore be more descriptive,
The first section of the chapter will be based on those inventories
belonging to village and market town craftsmen. In the second section
we shall concentrate on the river trade, looking in detail at the
economic activities of Cawood and Selby mariners. Finally the lengthy
and highly informative inventories Dbelonging to market town
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shopkeepers will be tapped for the information they provide on late

seventeenth - and early eighteenth-century retailing.

Village and Market Town Crafts

In Table 2:1 the probate inventories belonging to the tradesmen or
craftsmen from the four parishes have been grouped according to
occupation. The table clearly shows Selby’'s position as the most
economically complex of the four communities and suggests that,
numerically, the most important tradesmen in the town were mariners
and leather workers. At Cawood we also find a handful of inventories
belonging to these trades, but, in general, Cawood was a much more
agriculturally-based community than its neighbour. Tradesmen’s and
craftsmen’s inventories from the village are few in number, though the
evidence of linen-weaving at Riccall is confirmed in the probate
records. Let us first concentrate on the last six groups of trades in
the table: those men who were involved in the production or processing
of goods rather than their distribution. What was the scale of their
enterprises? How did they combine them with farming? What
differences can we find between craftsmen in different communities?

TABLE 2:1 Number of Inventories Belonging to Tradesmen
or Craftsmen in Different Communities

Wistow Riccall Cawood Selby

Total Number of Inventories 128 202 170 380

Mariners 1 (0)* 0 (0) 5 (0) 29 (3)
Shopkeepers 0 (0) 0 (0) 3 (1) 16 (7)
Victuallers 1 (1) 4 (L) 8 (0) 14 (2)
Leather Workers 1 (0) 4 (1) 6 (1) 45 (9)
Textile Workers 3 (L) 8(16) 3 (1) 10 (3)
Wood Workers 3 (D) 3 (4) 9 (1) 13 (4)
Metal Workers 2 (0) 1 (1) 6 (2) 7 (3)
Miscellaneous 0 (0) 1 (0) 4 (2) 8 (4)

*The figures in brackets indicate the number of inventories which
contained tools or stock of the trade concerned, but did not specify
the occupation of the decedent.
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As we should expect, it was in the two villages that the combination
of workshop and farm was most apparent. The village occupations in
which the dual livelihood of farming and trade was most obvious were
milling and butchering. Inventories of millers and butchers suggest
that they were usually prosperous tradesmen and that their wealth
derived mot only from the processing, but also from the rearing and
cultivation of agricultural produce. 1In May 1742, for example, the
appraisers of Roger Ellis, a butcher of Wistow, valued his personal
estate at £88.18.0 and noted that in addition to his four mares, seven
young horses and two cows, he also owned a waggon, plough, harrow and
other husbandry gear as well as three and a half acres of wheat, two
acres of oats and two and a half acres of rape under cultivation.®
Similarly, the probate papers of William Bell of Riccall, who
described himself as a miller in his will of 1693, revealed nothing of
his trade, but he did make bequests of copyhold land in Riccall to his
children and his inventory included a sizeable herd of cattle, horses
and pigs together with a waggon, ploughs and corn, both sown and in

storage, the total value of which came to £47.6.6.°

The village miller or butcher farmed on a fairly large scale and his
agricultural investments equalled those of some prosperous yeomen.
Though the involvement of poorer village craftsmen in farming tended
to be on a much lesser scale, these men were also heavily dependent on
their farms as a source of income. The inventory of Richard Richardson
of Riccall, provides a wvaluable insight into his dual livelihood.
Richardson was a poor wheelwright who, in 1664, occupied a three-
roomed house attached to which was a work-house containing his wood
and tools valued at only £0.18.0. Of much greater value were his
livestock and crops which consisted of barley and beans stored in the

barn, worth £2.0.0, three cows and their fodder valued at £5.0.0 and
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a pig, geese and bees appraised at £1.5.0.'° This reliance upon two
sources of income was nowhere more evident than in the case of Thomas
Bell, who, in his will of June 1657, described himself as a "home
carpinter", but who was designated a "yeoman" by his appraisers when

they came to draw up his inventory some two months later.™

Most of the craftsmen in the two villages were concerned with
processing agricultural produce, with servicing the needs of local
farmers or with producing basic goods for their fellow villagers.
Only rarely were two men of the same trade found in the village at the
same time, but one occupation in which a number of people, especially
at Riccall, appear to have been employed was linen-weaving. As we saw
in the previous chapter, nearly seventeen percent of the inventories
from Riccall, contained reference to flax and the tools and equipment
listed in these documents suggests that this crop formed the basis of
an important rural industry. "Brakes", "swingletrees" and "heckles",
all used in the preparation of line, were frequently found in the
inventories of Riccall farmers and craftsmen, and the large number of
households with spinning wheels suggests that the spinning of linen
thread was an important form of employment in the village. Looms,
too, were frequently noted by appraisers, being found in some twenty-
eight inventories. Linen-weaving was a domestic industry in which
different occupations participated on a part-time basis, but as well
as providing an additional source of income for farmers and craftsmen,
the trade appears to have formed the primary mode of livelihood for
some men. Altogether six Riccall villagers were specifically
described as weavers or websters in the probate records, but of the
remaining twenty-two decedents owning looms, the status of some
sixteen was not given, and had these men been ascribed an occupation,

they may well have been described as weavers.
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Weaving was a trade which required relatively little investment. Most
looms were valued at about ten shillings and an old loom could be
worth half that amount. Even when all the additional equipment such
as loom gears and warping bars were included in the valuation, looms
were rarely appraised at more than a pound. Typical in this respect
was the weaving equipment of William Cooke which his appraisers
itemized in 1673:
"Item in the shoppe two loums and one

warping fatt and ringtrees and bartrees
and geers belonging to them and one old

wheel 1. 6. 8
Item ten yards of harden cloth 0. 5.0
Item for hemp and line unbracked 0.10. o"**

None of the Riccall weavers owned more than two looms and the majority
owned only one, working not in a specialized weaving shop, but in a
parlour or chamber. The inventories do not, of course, provide
information on the income of weavers, but their earning capacity must
have been limited and it is hardly surprising that nearly all the
Riccall inventories which contained looms also listed agricultural
property. The importance of farming in the household economy of
Riccall weavers is clearly illustrated in the case of Robert Corney,
whose inventory was drawn up in April 1677. Corney left no will and
his appraisers did not state his occupation when making his inventory;
however, in 1667 he had been described as a weaver when acting as a

bondsman, **

and when he died he owned a work-house containing "...one
loome, yarn and all materialls belonging to the loome and one old
loome" in addition to a pillion seat, four saddles and a pannell (a
wooden saddle) for the transportation of his cloth. This property,
together with hemp, yarn and finished sackwebb was valued at £7.19.8;
but his agricultural property which included a cart, plough and

harrow, together with a variety of livestock and crops, totalled

£32.4.8.** C(Clearly, although weaving was fundamental to the rural
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economy of Riccall during the late seventeenth and early eighteenth
centuries, it largely represented a part-time occupation for men who
were primarily small farmers. Even for those craftsmen who described
themselves, or who were described by their neighbours, as linen-
weavers or websters, agricultural earnings remained an important

source of income.'®

Thus, as far as can be determined from the available evidence, weavers
and other rural craftsmen at Riccall and Wistow, remained deeply
involved in agriculture throughout the late seventeenth and early
eighteenth centuries. Their investment in craft tools and equipment
was limited, and most craftsmen had a great deal more money tied up in
their farms than in their workshops. To a lesser extent this was also
true of the craftsmen of Cawood. Of the thirty-six men whose craft
was stated in the Cawood probate papers, twenty-five possessed
agricultural property at their death, and although some of the men
kept only a cow or pig with which to supplement the family diet,
examples of much greater involvement in farming were not difficult to
find. Typical of those Cawood craftsmen who continued to work both as
a farmer and a craftsman until well into the eighteenth century was
William Baker, who described himself as a shipwright in his will of
October 1724, When he died, a few weeks after making his will, the
only evidence of his trade which the appraisers found were a saw, two
axes and an adze, which they valued at a mere £0.2.0. Of much greater
value, however, was his agricultural property which included a herd of
fifteen cattle, four horses, a pig, oats stored in the barn and a

harrow with other tools worth £25.11.2.%

Craftsmen-farmers like Baker were less common in the larger market

town of Selby, but even here dual occupations were mot unknown and,
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amongst craftsmen, ownership of agricultural property was common. Of
ninety-seven Selby decedents who were described as craftsmen, fifty-
three possessed livestock, crops or farm equipment at their death, and
although the majority of these maintained only a few cows or pigs,
investment in agriculture (especially by innkeepers, butchers and
millers) was sometimes quite substantial. Overall, however, it was
the lower level of farming activity on the part of Selby craftsmen,
coupled with a proclivity to invest large amounts of capital in their
trades, which distinguished them from their counterparts in the two
villages and the smaller market town of Cawood. Of course, by no
means all Selby craftsmen had large amounts of capital tied up in
trade and craft property. There is no evidence to suggest, for
example, that market town carpenters and blacksmiths were operating on
a larger scale than those in the villages, and a study of their
inventories revealed that investment in equipment and raw materials
could be minimal. In 1732 the tools and materials belonging to the
house-carpenter Joseph Champney were worth only £6.0.0," while of
even less value was the craft property of the carpenter Robert

Johnson, which was listed by his appraisers in 1662:

"His workeing tooles 0.14. 0
Takels and ropes and saw horses and poles 0. 6. 8
One load of loose wood in the garth 0. 6. 8
Wood before the doore 0. 7. O

Joseph Speight, a Selby blacksmith, whose workshop contained only a
pair of bellows, a small anvil, a hammer, a pair of wvice, four old
coach wheels and an old cart, worth a total of £2.5.0 must have been
hard-pressed to make ends meet, especially as he could not rely on
farming to supplement his income. Indeed, Speight was so poor that
his widow was forced to borrow the £1.0.0 which was needed to cover

the cost of his funeral.®
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Examples such as these, however, were atypical; the majority of
inventoried Selby craftsmen were operating on a scale which demanded
much larger investment and which permitted a lifestyle of comfort and
some luxury. One of the wealthiest Selby craftsmen found in the
probate records was John Jackson, who was described by his appraisers
as a cabinet-maker. In 1757 Jackson'’s shop contained work benches and
tools worth £8.11.0, while in his "silvering room" were "An organ
unfinish’d" and "Silvering tables, lead weights and glass frames"
valued at £8.10.0. In addition, the cabinet-maker had an extensive
stock of timber in his yard which was worth £95.19.7 and which
included oak, mahogany, wallnut and "Jamaica plank". Most
interesting, however, were the goods in his chambers which consisted
not only of such items as glue, nails, joints, castors, drawer locks,
keys, and brass handles, but also included an extensive stock-in-trade

which is worth quoting in full:

14 swing glasses with drawers at 8s 5.12. 0
8 " " n 1" n 58 2 . 8 . O
1 doz. small com. glasses " 8d 0. 8.0

19 tea chests " 3s 2.17. 0
2 coffee mills 0. 5.0
1 double chest of drawers mahogany 4. 0. 0
2 mahogany desks 6. 0. 0
1 wainscott " 2. 0.0
1 4 foot mahogany dining table 1.11. 6
1 wainscott dining table 0.12. 0
1 mahogany tea table 0.18. 0
3 wainscott " " 0.18. 0
8 wallnut tree chairs, unfinished 3. 3.0

10 hand boards and bottle stands 0.10. O

18 line wheels at 2s 1.16. O
2 sets clock furniture 0. 3.0
1 mahogany bracket chest 2.12. 6%

John Jackson'’s business as revealed in his probate inventory, provides
an apposite reminder, not only of the scale of investment which market
town craftsmen could sometimes undertake by the mid-eighteenth
century, but also of the demand which must have existed for luxury

items of furniture.
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As with village craftsmen it is rarely possible to find more than a
handful of Selby decedents with the same occupation, and isolated
examples of their property ownership such as the ones discussed above,
though informative, do not permit generalisations to be made about the
typical levels of investment among particular craftsmen. However, in
the case of the leather crafts, there exist a sufficient number of
inventories with which to explore, in detail, the economic activities
of a specific occupational group.? That the processing of leather
and manufacture of leather products was of great importance in an area
where pasture farming predominated and where supplies of bark and
water were close at hand, is hardly surprising. A total of fifty-four
Selby inventories indicated involvement in the leather industry, the
majority of these belonging either to tanners (twenty-two) or to
shoemakers (twenty-four), with the remainder being made for five

curriers, three fellmongers and a glover.

The probate records suggest that shoemaking was a trade which required
little capital investment. The inventory of Thomas Roodes, whose
appraisers recorded only "...shawes and boates one pare and lasts with
workeing geare £2.0.0.",* or that of John Rickall, whose only
equipment was "...his seat with his toules", valued at £0.1.6,%
reveal the minimal outlay which the craft required. Yet we should not
think that shoemaking was entirely a bespoke trade undertaken on a
small scale. In 1695, James Stotherd, a Selby cordwainer, had in his
shop, "In ware made up in lasts and tools and in leather unwrought and
other implements £18.0.0" while a debt of £25.0.0 "owing by the
testator for leather" suggests that he was operating on some scale.?
The wealthiest Selby cordwainer was John Whittill, who, as we have
seen, had a large stock of over 130 pairs of boots and shoes in his

workshop.?*
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If shoemakers inventories display a wide range of investment, those
belonging to tanners clearly show that this was a trade which demanded
a universally high level of capital outlay. Details of property owner-
ship found in the tanners’ inventories reveal that the tan yards
(where raw hides were first soaked in lime pits to remove hair and
then placed in tan tubs to soak in tannic acid for several months)
were sizeable establishments. The 1682 inventory of George Cooke
provides a clear indication of the scale and type of investment found
among tanners:

"In the work house
one waggen with bark chopt and unchopt

and other things there 7. 0. 0
20 daiker of leather in the pitts and

limes unwrought up at £5 a daiker 100. 0. O
one boat with certaine oke wood 2.10. 0
working tooles for the calling with certaine

lumb[er] in the yard and backside 2. 0. O"*

No other tanner appears to have transported oak wood in his own boat,
but the scale of investment evidenced in Cooke'’s inventory was by no
means unusual. Clearly, the wdrking tools of the tanning trade -
knives, bills, working trees, weigh-scales and wheelbarrows - were of
little value, and few appraisers itemized them separately in the
inventories. However, the tan tubs and lime pits which were not
required to be appraised must have represented a substantial capital
outlay. Most tanners had leather worth between £50 and f150 and also
owned large stocks of bark. Typical in this respect was William Todd,
who, when he died in 1743, owned a large tan yard in Gowthorpe,
Selby’s main street. Todd’s tan yard contained "spouts and
wheelbarrow and other utensills belonging the yard" valued at only
£0.16.0, but his bark was worth £15.0.0 and in addition his appraisers
found 191 calf skins wvalued at £30.2.0 together with "2 tubbs of
hides" worth £30.0.0 and a further "30 hides in the owze" appraised at

£15.0.0.%
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Investment on this scale was obviously beyond the reach of most
tradesmen. As we have seen, many village and market town trades
required only minimal investment and the income they provided must
have been little more than a supplement to farming profits. However,
the inventories reveal that in some market town trades, especially
tanning and other specialized crafts, there was a much greater invest-
ment in raw materials and equipment. That many of these tradesmen
invested in land is evidenced by the considerable amount of real
estate found in their wills. There is little evidence to suggest,
however, that they were actively engaged in farming during the late
seventeenth and early -eighteenth centuries. In this respect these
tradesmen resembled the market town mariners and shopkeepers whose

economic activities we shall now examine.

River Trade

The pioneering work of T.S.Willan and the subsequent research of
J.A.Chartres, has shown the crucial role which river transport and
coastal shipping played in the pre-industrial economy, especially
during the late seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries when many

?® The Ouse and its tributa-

improvements to river systems were made.
ries formed an important part of this water-borne trade and were vital
arteries in the transportation of bulk commodities like coal and grain
throughout Yorkshire. Indeed, Willan estimates that in 1732 the river
Ouse was producing £600 in tolls per annum, representing the carriage

° Until the development of Goole in the

of some 20,000 tons of cargo.?
nineteenth century, the main inland ports on the Ouse were York and
Selby, both of which accommodated coastal vessels. In addition a

number of smaller ports such as Cawood, Boroughbridge, Tadcaster,

Snaith and Howden, also benefitted from the river trade of the Ouse
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and its tributaries, without participating directly in coastal

shipping.

By the late seventeenth century, silting in the middle reaches of the
Ouse, had lead to a reduction in the tonnage of vessels that were able
to reach York, and it was Selby which, more than any other of the Ouse
ports, benefited from the growing cloth industry of the West Riding.
In 1673, Richard Blome wrote that Selby was "...seated on the Owse
which gives passage for small vessells to York, by means of which it

is a great town of some trade"”

and a quarter of a century later, the
town was described as the "place upon the Ouze to wch most goods
either imported from abroade or to be exported tither are now brought
and to be carryed by land to and from Leeds".®* This trade however,
suffered a serious setback in the early eighteenth century after the
construction of the Aire and Calder Navigation in 1698, which gave the
cloth towns of the West Riding a more direct link with the Humber. The
surveyors for the second Trinity House report on the proposed naviga-
tion recommended the river improvement for the sake of the West Riding
woollen industry, but stated that Selby would, "...if the ... rivers
be made navigable goe neare totally to loose the benefitt of being the
thoroughfaire it now is".?* Evidently Selby was not reduced to being
a rural backwater during the early eighteenth century for when Daniel
Defoe visited the town in the 1720s he noted that it was "...of good
trade...being seated where the Ouse is navigable for large vessels"
and that is had "a good share of the shipping of the river". However,
something of Selby’s decline is perhaps captured in Defoe's comment
that the town was "of no great consideration".” The reduction in the
trade of the lower Ouse must have lead to economic difficulties for
many river tradesmen and it is noteworthy that of the twenty-eight

inventories in our sample which belonged to mariners and shipwrights,
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only six were made after 1700. The inventories, in general, provide

some interesting insights into the economic activities of those men
whose livelihoods were primarily dependent on the river trade and

those for whom the river offered a useful additional source of income.

The evidence suggests that small boats could be purchased relatively
cheaply: John King, a Selby shipwright, who was producing small boats
.in the 'early eighteenth century, possessed "...timber for boats
building and other timber" worth £7.0.0 together with "a boat that was
built ready to sell" appraised at £2.10.0.°* It is not surprising,
therefore, that many people of different trades and callings owned
small boats which, like the ones in the illustration, must have been

used for carrying agricultural produce and people. In 1729, for
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example, John Wrightson, of Cawood, whose livelihood consisted of a
mixture of carpentry, spinning and small-scale farming, possessed a
boat worth £1.14.0.** In 1683, Anthony Collier, a prosperous Selby
innholder, had a boat in his yard worth £2.0.0%* and in 1669 the
appraisers of Jarvis Rayner, a Selby gentleman, found a boat valued at
£5.0.0 alongside the beehives, helme (shed), wood and manure in his
garth.”  Some of these smaller craft were undoubtedly used for
fishing and, although none of the inhabitants of our riverside
communities were specifically referred to as fishermen, fishing must
have been a useful side-line for many tradesmen and yeomen. The
inventory of William Wright of Riccall, for example, indicates that he
was supplementing his meagre income from farming and ale-brewing with
"His fishing boat and netts" valued at £1.2.0. At Selby the poor
shoemaker, Edward Webster, also had a small boat valued at £1.0.0 and
five nets worth £0.12.6> while Phillip Burnell, a wealthy tradesman
owned "certain fishing netts" which were stored in his lodging

chamber .*° -

If small boats represented a relatively small outlay, investment in
the more substantial sailing vessels which plied the Ouse required
larger amounts of capital. Sailing barges must have been a common
sight on the river during the late seventeenth and early eighteenth
centuries and they were frequently mentioned in the inventories.
These vessels, of shallow draught, with bluff bows and sterns and
square sails were sometimes described by appraisers as "keels" or
"pinks" and were usually valued at between £50 and £200.‘* Occasion-
ally, a smaller keel had a single owner, as in the case of Thurston
Cowlin, a yeoman of Selby, who owned "one keele upon ye river
appraised to £50.0.0"*? or that of John Webster of the same town, who

had "one keel with masts, sails, boat stowers and appurtenances
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thereto belonging" worth £55.0.0.*" A fully equipped barge evidently
represented a substantial piece of investment and it is therefore not
surprising that most vessels were jointly owned, with individual
mariners or other tradesmen usually possessing a sixteenth share of a

craft and master-mariners owning about a quarter of the shares.

It is difficult to obtain a satisfactory picture of the building of
these vessels, but there can be little doubt that many were con-
structed locally. That Selby was an important ship-building centre is
suggested by the names of such vessels as “"The Mary Anne of Selby”,
"The Endeavour of Selby" or "The Content of Selby", and by the fre-
quency with which the occupation of shipwright occurs in the Selby
parish register. T.S.Willan has suggested that Cawood too was a ship
building town during this period (the ship carpenters of Cawood pre-
sented a petition against the Aire and Calder Navigation on the
grounds that the drainage of small rivers would impede their supplies
of wood) and has also claimed that many smaller riverside communities
such as Wistow, Stillingfleet, Naburn and Fulford, were also involved
in boat building.** Unfortunately, evidence of this activity is
largely absent from the probate material, but the inventory of William
Wiseman, a Selby shipwright, dated 1678, which listed his various
tools, (including saws, axes, adzes, wombles, iron cranes and "other
small work tools") and his timber (which consisted of thirty tons of
oak wood, planks, boards, props, tenalds and wedges, worth £46.9.0)
provides a glimpse of the considerable investment in raw materials

which the ship-building trade required.*’

Fortunately, the economic affairs of mariners are much more fully
documented in the probate records than those of ship-builders and

their inventories reveal a great deal about their business inter-
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ests.*® It would appear that, in addition to income earned from
transporting other people’s commodities, many Selby mariners were
dealers who actually owned the cargoes they shipped. Of course, the
inventories cannot provide a complete picture of the commodities in
which mariners dealt, but they plainly reveal that one of the most
important of these was salt.?” It is noteworthy that all the
references to the salt trade in the Selby inventories occur before the
town'’s decline as a river trading centre in the early eighteenth
century. In 1662, for example, the appraisers of Robert Hodgson, who
described himself as a master-mariner listed "salt in the dinge" which
they estimated was worth £9.0.0.° One of these appraisers was Robert
Aske, whose own inventory of 1680 described him as a mariner and
revealed that he owned a sixteenth share of a vessel belonging to
Samuel Bell and "Salt in the ding valued to £10.0.0".** The 1673 in-
ventory of Leonard Wilkinson Jnr, who was described as a "navigator"
in the accompanying administration bond, contained no reference to
shares in a ship, but the entry "In the ding and owing for salt
£17.0.0"*° clearly shows him to have been a salt-dealer. Evidence of
even larger sums invested in the salt trade is found in the probate
inventory of Leonard Wilkinson’s father, who described himself as a
"Marener" in his will of 1675. The appraisers of his inventory noted
that he had a large stock of salt:

"In the salt dinge in Micklegate

12 weigh of salt 30. 0. O
In the salt dinge at the dwelling
house 5 weigh of salt 12.10. O

and also provided an indication that salt was shipped from the North
East to Selby in their note that Leonard Wilkinson owed £5.0.0 "for

salt at Shields to Robert Lynton".*

Investment in the salt trade was the best documented example of econ-
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omic diversification found in the mariners inventories, but it was by
no means the only trade in which these men participated. Four examples
will suffice to show the wide range of economic interests which
mariners could have. The first one is provided by the case of Joseph
Thompson of Cawood, who, in 1693, possessed "several doz. ordinary
potts” which, together with a half weigh of salt in the salt ding was
valued at £2.10.0. Thompson apparently possessed no kiln and it seems
unlikely that he was manufacturing pots; rather he appears to have
been a small dealer, for his appraisers recorded that in the shop were
"]l seeing glass with other goods belonging to the shop" wvalued at
£3.12.4 and that he was owed £14.7.5 "for goods delivered in the shopp
booke".** Our second example is found in the inventory of Richard
Mason of Cawood, who was described as a mariner in an administration
bond of 1738,% but who, in 1753, appears to have been making a living
as a small grocer with a shop containing "one nest of drawers, some
shelves, one old counter and other huslements" worth f£0.7.6 and
"Spiritous liquors and dry goods" valued at £5.0.6.° Nearly seventy
years earlier we find John Todd, a Selby mariner, who combined his
maritime investments with ale-house keeping. 1In his will of 1683 he
left his son Edward:

"All that ny sixteenth part of the keel knowen by ye name

Caire for All whereof Samuel Bell is mastor and the

sixteenth pte of yet cogg boate...one lead or copper for

brueing together with all the brueinge vessell and all the

stands and barrells for holdinge of beare or alle, as also

all flaggons, quarts, bottles, drincking glasses and

puther cupps"®®
When making his inventory two years later, Todd'’s appraisers made no
mention of his shares in the boats or his brewing equipment which pre-
sumably had already passed to his son but they did find evidence of
his ale-house keeping for "in ye little drinking parler" were "l
square table and benches, 2 old lantherns and 2 picters."*® The final

example of a mariner with diverse interests is provided by John
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Chambers, a master-mariner of Selby, whose inventory was made in 1676.
Chambers owned a quarter of the shares in a keel called "The Mary and
Anne" estimated to be worth £30.0.0; he also possessed two salt dings
in Selby where salt valued at £50.0.0 was stored. In addition, the
master-mariner appears to have been a part-time timber-merchant for in
the chambers above one of his salt dings and in his yard and "deal
house" was stored a large quantity of latts, deals and poles, valued
at £47.7.0. Finally his inventory revealed that Chambers was also the
owner of a small dairy herd and had four acres of wheat and rye under
cultivation.®”” This decedent was unusual in combining an interest in
agriculture with river-trading, for, generally speaking, by the late
seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries, Selby mariners were almost
completely divorced from the land.®® However, as these tantalizing
glimpses of their property clearly reveal, some mariners were nat
entirely dependent on profits from the transhipment of other people’s
goods and had a wide range of economic interests.

Shopkeepers

During the later seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries a number
of outlets existed for the marketing of agricultural and manufactured
produce. One of the most important of these was the fair, and
inhabitants of our four communities were well served in this respect.

According to William Owen’'s The Book of Fairs, first published in

1756, Cawood's fair was held annually on 12 May and specialized in
cattle and wooden-ware, while at Selby three annual fairs were held on
Easter Tuesday, 22 June and 10 October; cattle, wood, line, tin- and
copper-ware being the main commodities traded. Owen listed a total of
ninety-five Yorkshire fairs and many of these were found in the south-

ern Vale of York.?”® That the dates of these fares were well known at
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the beginning of the eighteenth century is evidenced in the Book of
Remarks of William Storr, who noted:
"York has 7 Head Fares, that is Whitson Monday, St.Peeter
Day and Lammas Day called the Nought Fares, kept out at
Bootham Barr and the Soulmas Fare and Martinmas Day and
Candlemas Fare, being Thursday before Candlemas, and
Palmson Fare whch is kept the Thursday before Palm Sunday,
all in the towne and this fare setts all the Fortnith
fares for the year round."
and went on to list the dates and in some cases the commodities of a

further twenty livestock and other fairs scattered throughout the

county.®

Fairs must have been of great importance for those buying or selling
bulk commodities, but for the smaller-scale consumer or producer, the
local weekly market would have been of more significance. Both Cawood
and Selby had weekly markets during the period 1660-1760, but there
are few sources which allow us to study this trade in any detail. By
the early nineteenth century Cawood's market was almost moribund, but
we learn from a report in the Leeds Intelligencer of 1822 that "...it

formerly possessed one of some consideration."®

Contemporary evi-
dence of Selby’s flourishing market is found in the diary of Sir John
Reresby, who recorded that a quayside brawl in which he was involved
in 1660 "...gave..alarme to the country people their met together upon

the occasion of the market".®

Beyond scanty and scattered references
such as these, little can be learned of the market-trading in the

towns.

The probate inventories from our four parishes shed little light on
buying and selling in the market place, but they do reveal a great
deal about retailing from fixed premises and are one of the best
sources for the study of this type of economic activity. Of course,

much retailing took place in the workshops of small-scale producers
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and the craftsman-retailer continued to play an essential role in
marketing throughout the period. However, during the course of the
seventeenth century, many craftsmen added to their stock-in-trade to
become general shopkeepers, while those traders who were principally
importers and distributors of goods - merchants, mercers, drapers and
grocers - established retail outlets. T.S.Willan has suggested that
during the seventeenth century retail shops existed in market towns as

well as in provincial centres,®

while in her recent study of seven-
teenth century chapmen, M.Spufford has argued that small retail shops
were found in villages as well as in market towns and were becoming
ubiquitous by the later part of the century.® As yet however, we
have only a partial and limited understanding of the distribution of
rural shops and the way in which they operated during the century

before the onset of industrialisation.®®

Although we cannot be certain that there were no shopkeepers in our
two villages during the period 1660-1760, none of the villagers was
described as such in any of the probate papers or in any other
records. At Cawood, two inventories are extant for men who were
specifically designated "grocers”, while a further inventory belonging
to a Cawood widow also suggests that she was running a small shop.
Evidently there was insufficient demand in the less populous of the
two market towns to necessitate a large number of shops, but it is
noteworthy that certainly two, and possibly all three, of the invent-
oried shopkeepers were operating contemporaneously during the 1690s.
At Selby some twenty-one inventories from our sample belonged to shop-
keepers and it would appear that even as early as the mid-seventeenth
century, Selby’s shops attracted a clientele from the neighbouring
countryside. In the 1660s, for example, when Sir Miles Stapleton, the

recusant owner of Carlton Hall, near Snaith, was building his taber-
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nacle, it was to Selby that the servants were despatched in order to

procure silk, hinges, latches and locks from the town's shopkeepers.®

0f the nineteen shopkeepers from Cawood and Selby whose trades can be
discovered from the probate records, eight were described as
"grocers", a further six were designated "drapers" and the remaining
five consisted of a "haberdasher", a "pinner and hosier", a "mercer",
an "apothecary" and one who, though specializing in fabrics, was
simply described as a "shopkeeper". In reality the nomenclature was
rather vague, and an examination of their stock-in-trade shows that
the distinction between the different shopkeepers was a blurred one.
However, it is possible to see a basic division between the grocers
who stocked a variety of household provisions, and those retailers who

specialized in textiles, clothing, haberdashery or pharmacy.

At Cawood both the grocers for whom inventories survive appear to have
been running relatively small -general stores. John Hallilah, who
described himself as a "grocer" in his will of 1719, was primarily a
farmer; his livestock, crops and agricultural implements were valued
at £96.0.0 and his small shop contained only small quantities of salt,
buttons, canvas, soap and "some small druggs" which, together with the
fixtures and fittings, was appraised at a meagre £2.10.0.% On the
other hand, the earlier inventory of Robert Crayke suggests that he
was totally dependent on the grocery trade for his livelihood; the
appraisers made no reference to farm stock or equipment and his shop
contained a wider variety of goods including fabrics, haberdashery,
dried fruits, sugar, oils, spices, drugs, books, soap and other house-
hold requirements. It would appear however, that Crayke dealt in
relatively small quantities for the total value of his stock-in-trade

amounted to a modest £22.7.8.%®
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In the larger market town of Selby grocers tended to be much more
substantial tradesmen. Evidence of the range of commodities found in
a Selby store, even as early as 1663, is found in the detailed
inventory of John Hubie’s stock-in-trade. His appraisers listed
staple groceries such as soap, starch, sugar, treacle and wax,
together with an array of spices and dried fruits and large quantities
of tobacco. Hubie’'s shop also contained several reams of white paper
and a small stock of books, together with such items as combs, looking
glasses and spectacles. In addition, the appraisers also found an
assortment of haberdashery which included various types of thread,
inkell and other tape, codpiece and coat buttons, whalebone, past-
board (used for making head-dresses), lace and pins. In terms of
value the most important items were his fabrics (dimity, fustian, say,
buckram, linen and silk), which pushed the total value of his stock to
£77.1.4.%° Compared to the eighteenth century Selby grocers, however,
Hubie'’s business was relatively modest arnd it is noteworthy that while
he combined his grocery trade with farming (his inventory listed a
dairy herd and other livestock together with corn under cultivation
and various farm implements), none of the later Selby grocers appear

to have invested in agriculture on any scale.

One of the most substantial of Selby’s early eighteenth century shop-
keepers was Thomas Pickering, who described himself as a "grocer" in
his will of September 1715, and whose appraisers accorded him the
title of "Mr." when they made his inventory two months later. The
detailed list of Pickering's shop goods ran to some seventy-five
different items and included large stocks of basic household commod-
ities, as well as haberdashery, books, spices, drugs and confection-
aries such as "candid lemon", "biskett drops" and "comfitts". In the
two chambers and garret above the shop were stored forty-four
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different products including bulk stocks of goods for sale in the shop
below, together with additional merchandise like spirits, dyes,
beesoms, pipes and a further assortment of drugs and spices. Like
most grocers of the period, Pickering was a wholesaler as well as a
retailer and his appraisers listed warehouses stocked with large
quantities of both indigenous and imported goods. In one warehouse
they found eleven casks and ten boxes of variously graded tobacco
worth £65.11.2 alongside substantial stocks of alum, soap, molasses,
pitch, vinegar, oil, rosin and brooms; a second warehouse at the
riverside contained various spirits including thirty-six gallons of
"malt spirit". Not content with wholesaling and retailing, Pickering

was also a producer, for his appraisers noted that he owned:

"In Candlehouse

One iron pann 16.19. 0O
16 Doz. rodds, stage trough and

knives 1. 0. 6
Weigh balk and scales, 30s 1.10. 0
28 stone 7 1lb. weights at 18d

p'stone 2. 2.9

In Colehouse in Candlehouse

3 Dbarrels tarr 3.18. 0
38 doz. candles 8.11. O
10 1b. tallow at 3Qs. 15. 0. 0
4 1b. coppris at 6s. 1. 4. 0v°

Chandlering evidently provided a profitable sideline and it is
interesting to note that Pickering’s candle-making equipment and stock
amounted to considerably more than that belonging to Stephen With, a
specialist tallow-chandler of Selby, who, in 1694, possessed only:

"One copper, 6 stone of tallow, 3 doz.

of candles 2. 3.1
One candle case with ye rest of ye
working tools 0. 5. 4"

The only other Selby grocer who appears to have been a part-time
chandler was Joshua Topham, whose appraisers found in his candlehouse
tallow worth £45.0.0, 60 doz. candles valued at £12.0.0 and various

candle-making equipment including, scales, weights and coppers. In
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addition, the appraisers estimated that he had about 100 dozen candles
for sale in his shop and recorded that he owned a large stock of
tallow in London worth £140.0.0. Yet chandlering was only one part of
Topham'’s expensive wholesale and retail trade. Though he did not deal
in cloth, haberdashery or books, his stock of spices, dried fruits,
sugar, drugs, tobacco, dyes and spirits, was even larger than that
belonging to Pickering and his six warehouses, which included a
"tobacco warehouse", a "treacle warehouse" and a "warehouse by water-
side" suggest that he was a more important wholesaler. The total
value of Topham’s stock-in-trade, excluding the book debts of £230.0.0
owing to him was a staggering £1,261.13.11.”7 This made him the
wealthiest of Selby'’s inventoried shopkeepers, but, apart from his
chandlering, the pattern of his trading activity was typical of
grocers in general. Overall, the inventories suggest that during the
eighteenth century, most Selby grocers were both retailers and
wholesalers, that they handled a wide range of commodities and that as
well as satisfying the basic needs of the local population they also
catered for the more expensive tastes of a wealthier class of

customer.

One aspect of the market town grocery trade which was rather
surprising for this period, was the retailing of medicines and drugs,
for, in theory, this trade was the preserve of apothecaries. In his
recent study of the professions in late seventeenth and early
eighteenth century England, G.Holmes has argued that the period saw a
transformation of the apothecary from a shopkeeper into a general
medical practitioner, though it was not until the late eighteenth
century that the apothecaries ceded their retail trade to chemists; he
has also suggested that these years witnessed an expansion of the

pharmaceutical trade, so that even by the early eighteenth century few
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market towns were without at least one apothecary’s shop.” Though
the evidence from Selby and Cawood is rather fragmentary, it tends to
confirm this general picture. That even the smaller of the two market
towns had a resident apothecary in the early decades of the eighteenth
century is evidenced in the probate papers of James Blackbeard, whose
appraisers, unfortunately, made only a perfunctory assessment of his
shop goods:

"Itm. in the shop, one morter,

2 stills with all the convenience

thereto belonging A 25. 0. 0"™
At Selby five apothecaries can definitely be identified from the
probate records although only one of these left an inventory of his
shop. In 1695 the appraisers of John Hitching valued "All the shop
goods both drugs and compound medsons with all ye woodwork and
morters" at £87.1.7 and noted that "all ye lickquerish growing in ye
lickquerish garth and other things their growing" were worth £12.0.0.
In addition they found in a closet "15 pound of conserves roses in
beeswax, 2 bottles surrop, some books and other things" which they
appraised at £3.6.0. It is disappointing that Hitching's appraisers
did mnot itemize his drugs and medicines, but the inventory
nevertheless reveals that his shop was a relatively large
establishment; it also suggests that the trade was a lucrative one,
for the apothecary was the owner of shares in two keels and had "bills

and bonds in ye shop booke" which amounted to £73.10.0.7°

Large retail shops were mnot, however, restricted only to the
pharmaceutical and grocery trades, for an ability to stock large
quantities of expensive as well as cheaper goods and to provide the
middling and upper ranks of market town and village society with a
wide choice of merchandise was also a characteristic of those Selby

shopkeepers who specialized in fabrics, clothing and haberdashery.
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One of these tradesmen was Robert Wharrey, whose appraisers made a
very careful and detailed valuation of his stock-in-trade in 1752.
They listed well over fifty different types of material (including
silks such as "lusting" and velvet), together with a range of hats
(comprising twenty-five "straw hatts", ninety-four "leghorn hatts",
thirty-one "fine men's hatts" and nineteen "felt hatts"), a wide array
of hosiery, a choice of handerkerchiefs in eight different colours,
and a selection of seven different types of gloves. The total value
of his fabrics and millinery was £343.5.10 .’ In his will of 1752,
Wharrey described himself as a "mercer", but a study of his inventory
reveals that this description belied the varied nature of his trade.
Indeed most Selby shopkeepers who were nominally specialist tradesmen
attempted to maximize their profits by stocking a variety of other
goods. An apposite example of the extent to which retailers could
diversity their stock-in-trade is provided by an analysis of the
inventory of Joshua Wood, who, according to his will, was a
"haberdasher"”. These men, of course, had originally dealt in hats,
and Wood's stock of

"1l doz. of Carolina hatts

3 doz. of men felt hatts

4 doz. of coarse hatts for boys

2 doz. of coarse hatts for men

Hatt bands and lineing and looping

17 woolen caps

half a doz. hatt cases
3 straw hatts and 3 shades
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represented the most valuable part of his merchandise. However, the
appraisers also noted that he had thirteen different types of cloth,
a selection of stockings and was also dealing in cheese, beeswax,
quills and clocks.” An even greater discrepancy between occupation
and stock-in-trade was found in the probate papers of John Bew, who
described himself as a "pinner and hosier" in his will of 1692, but

whose merchandise consisted of a wide array of different cloths,
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haberdashery and hosiery as well as a variety of groceries, staple
goods (tobacco, spirits, soap and sugar), confectionary, medicines,
books, spectacles, pipes, nails and "tinwares".”® Maintaining a
varied stock-in-trade was only one way in which these shopkeepers
diversified their business interests. The inventories plainly show
that some drapers were also involved in trades and crafts other than
shopkeeping. In 1741, for example, George Hutchinson, as well as
dealing in cloth, was also producing pots: his appraisers recorded a
wide range of pottery-ware for sale in his shop, together with fifteen
dozen pots in his kiln.”” Similarly, in 1698, Benjamin Ward, another
woollen-draper, had eighty quarters of malt in his malt kiln and the
appraisers recorded that he was owed £90.0.0 for malt.®® Five years
before, Thomas Marshall described himself as a "gentleman" in his
will, but his appraisers designated him a woollen-draper and indicated
that he was not only the owner of a large shop, but also possessed a

share in a pink called the "Delight of Selby".*

The range of shopkeepers represented in the inventories is obviously
far from complete and it is impossible to be certain as to the overall
distribution of different retail trades. The records clearly confirm
Selby’s position as the most important trading community, but they
also suggest t