
7 

ROC DINGS 
Of T-H E 

CAMBRIDG .E,AN IQUARIAN 
SO.CIETY 

(INCORPORATING THE CAMBS & HUNTS ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY) 

VOLUME LV 
JANUARY 1961 TO DECEMBER 1961 

CAM BRI DGE 

DEIGHTON-  BELL 
1962 



PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
CAMBRIDGE ANTIQUARIAN SOCIETY 

(INCORPORATING THE CAMBS & HUNTS ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY) 





PROC DINGS 
OF THE 

CAM BRI .DGE ANTIQUARIAN 
SOCIETY 

(INCORPORATING THE CAMBS & HUNTS ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY 

VOLUME- LV 
JANUARY 1961 TO DECEMBER 1961 

CAMBRIDGE 

DEIGHTON BELL 
1962 



Published for the Cambridge Antiquarian Society (incorporating the Cambs and Hunts 
Archaeological Society) by Deighton Bell, 13 Trinity Street, Cambridge 

Printed in Great Britain at the University Press, Cambridge 
(Brooke Crutchley, University Printer) 



V 

CONTENTS 

Officers and Council of the Society 1961-62 	 page vi 

Report of the Councilfor the Year 1960 	• 
vii 

Summary of Accounts for the Year 1960 viii 

Obituary Notes : L. C. G. Clarke, LL.D., F.S.A. I 

By M. HUTTON and G. H. S. BUSHNELL 

A Bronze Bowl and Other Vessels from Icklingham, Suffolk 6 
By JOAN LIVERSIDGE, F.S.A. 

Pagan Saxon Burials at Little Paxton, Huntingdonshire 8 
By C. F. TEBBUTT, F.S.A. and T. C. LETHBRIDGE, F.S.A. 

An Eleventh-century 'Boat-shaped' Building at Buckden, Huntingdonshire 13 

By C. F. TEBBUTT, F.S.A. 

The 'Boat-shaped' House in Northern Europe 16 

By BRIAN HOPE-TAYLOR, PH.D., F.S.A. 

The Building of the Sixteenth-century Corpus Christi College Chapel 23 

ByE.R.SANDEEN 

Peter Gunning, 1613-1684: Churchman, Scholar, Controversialist 36 
By The Rev. H. A. L. JUKES, M.A., F.R.HIST.S. 

The Significance of the Cambridgeshire Hearth Tax 53 
By H. M. SPUFFORD 

Archaeological Notes 65 
By M. D. CRA'STER, GRACE BRISCOE, C. F. TEBBUTT and D. F. RENN 



Proc. Camb. Ant. Soc. Vol. LV (1962), pp. 53-64. 

THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE 
CAMBRIDGESHIRE HEARTH TAX 

H. M. SPUFFORD 

DR HosKINs in his appendix on housing in The Midland Peasant was able to 
connect hearth-tax entries with certain probate inventories for Wigston Magna, and 
to suggest the number of hearths that might possibly go with the number of rooms. 
During the course of work on seventeenth-century Cambridgeshire it proved possible 
to follow this up, by relating a hundred probate inventories from the decade 1661-70 
to the appropriate hearth-tax entries, thereby testing the extent to which the hearth 
tax may be used as a general social and economic guide.' 

Hearth-tax entries are potentially useful in two ways. If it can be established that 
varying numbers of hearths do in fact indicate different wealth or social status, the 
tax provides a rough and ready guide to this, once the differentials have been 
established. 2  It can also be used as a guide to the state of rural housing in a county, 
as it was used by Dr Hoskins. 

It must be emphasized that findings on the economic position or status that go 
with a certain number of hearths cannot be applied from one county to others unless 
they are in a region affected by the ' great rebuilding ' at the same time. 3  

Results from the Cambridgeshire probate inventories for 1661-70, contrasted with 
a sample of 89 probate inventories from Lincoinshire for 1669, showed that Cam-
bridgeshire had nearly twice as many people -worth under 30 as Lincoinshire, and 
only two-thirds as many people worth between C3o and 16o (Table i). In spite of 
this the rebuilding of small houses was much further advanced than in Lincoinshire, 
and both the inventories for the decade and those for 1 669 itself showed that, even 

1 Information on the position of hearths, the number of rooms appropriate to different numbers of 
hearths, and the medians of wealth of those with one, two, three and four hearths is taken from this sample 
of 101. Information on house plans and their frequency, together with that on the proportions of different 
sizes of houses in Cambridgeshire, is taken from the whole group of 340 probate inventories ofthe Consistory 
Court which survive for the county for the decade 1661-70. They may be found in the Cambridge University 
Archives bundled under years. The hearth-tax assessments used were that for Michaelmas 1662 (P.R.O. 
E. 179/84/436), its revision made in Michaelmas 1664 (P.R.O. E. 179/84/437) and that for Lady Day 1666 
(P.R.O. E. 179/244/22). Only those inventories were used for which the deceased, who had to be the only 
man of that name taxed in the village, was taxed on the same number of hearths in all three assessments if 
he died at the end of the decade, or in two assessments if he died in 1666. If he died in late 1662 the 
correlation between inventory and assessment in 1662 was accepted if the 1664 roll mentioned a change of 
tenure but still assessed the house on the same number of hearths as in 1662. 

2 The use which can then be made of the tax is shown in W. G. Hoskins, Industry, Trade and People in 
Exeter, 1688—i800, pp. 111-22. 

3  M. W. Barley, The English Farmhouse and Cottage (London, 1961), has shown the tremendous regional 
variations which existed in rural housing until the end of the seventeenth century. 
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in the fen-line region of the county, five-roomed houses formed the largest single 
group,' whereas three-roomed houses formed the largest single group in Lincolnshire 
(see Table z). 

From this example it can be seen how misleading it could be to apply an interpre-
tation of the economic significance of the hearth tax in Cambridgeshire to a county 
not affected by the rebuilding at the same time. 

The correlation of inventories and the hearth tax showed that a house with one 
hearth might have from one to six rooms, although two, three and four were most 
common2  (see Table 3).  It might be occupied by a person worth from under Jio to 
just under k2oo (see Table 4  for the relationship. between house-size and wealth), 
but 84 per cent of the occupiers of one-hearth houses had under k5o, and the 
median wealth of such people wask2 4.  

Two-roomed cottages with no second floor were still numerous in Cambridgeshire, 
which in this respect differed from its prosperous neighbour Essex. They were 
inhabited mainly by people who left under k2o, and were generally made up of hail 
and chamber, or parlour, although it was not very common for a chamber to be 
known as a parlour in as small a house as this, even if the use was identical. There 
was an interesting small group of two-roomed houses in which the hall had become 
demoted to a kitchen ; examples of this were found more frequently in the fen-edge 
villages than anywhere else. Only one two-roomed house with hall and kitchen 
was found. . . 

Three- and four-roomed houses were commonly occupied by those with goods 
worth under k3o. Half the labourers who left inventories had three-roomed houses 
(see  Table ç for the relationship between status and house-size). By far the corn-
monest design was of hail, chamber or parlour, and one service room. It appeared 
from the inventories that the chamber in a three-roomed house was usually a lower 
chamber ;4  one of the very few exceptions was the cottage of J  a labourer 
of. Harston, which had hall and dairy and a chamber over the hall. There were also 
examples of three-roomed cottages with hail and two service rooms and hail and 
two chambers. 

Upper rooms were found commonly for the first time in four-roomed houses. The 
predominating plan was the simple one found in the East Midlands and Bedford- 

1  Secondary service rooms like brewhouses and boulting houses (flour-sieving houses), and maithouses 
and maltchambers are included as rooms in these figures, since the inventories show that they may some. 
times, although not always, be in the main range. However, the inclusion of these rooms does not seriously 
affect the figures, since they only appear in houses with six or more rooms, and only appear in any numbers 
in houses with ten or more rooms. 

2  These findings should throughout becompared with those of Dr Hoskins in The Midland Peasant 
(pp. 299-300), which they almost completely confirm. 

3  The median wealth of the eighteen labourers whose inventories occur amongst those presented in the 
Consistory Court for the 166o's was 05. That of the twenty-four husbandmen was ,(3o. That of the 
fifty-five craftsmen was £40,  and that of the fifty-eight yeomen was £i80. Analysis of all the inventories for 
the decade gave a median of £40 . 

4  A ' chamber ' in Cambridgeshire might be up- or downstairs. It was, therefore, impossible to be certain 
of the layout of any house containing a chamber not specifically described as upper or lower. This meant 
that exact figures showing the prevalence or rarity of any one design could not be given. 
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shire,' with hail, parlour or chamber, one service room and an upper chamber 
which was placed indiscriminately over the hall or parlour, and occasionally, although 
rarely, over the service room. There was a very rare variant of this with hail and two 
service rooms down, and an upper chamber. This type was common to a wide social 
range. Robert Caldecot of Barrington, who was known to his neighbours as a yeoman 
even if he only farmed three acres on the open fields, lived in such a house, and so did 
John  Creede, a labourer of Thriplow. The second, smaller group, the exact pro-
portion of which it was impossible to assess because of the difficulty of terminology, 
was that with four ground-floor rooms, hail, parlour or chamber, and two service 
rooms. Lastly, there was a very small class with hail and service room both 
chambered over, like the cottage of the labourer Thomas King of Hauxton. 2  

The hearth in a single-hearth house was obviously in the hail, or its variant, so that 
the hall was still used for cooking in spite of the fact that almost half the service 
rooms in three- and four-roomed houses were known as kitchens. The usual pattern 
was for spare utensils to be banished to the kitchen, which held, like the kitchen of 
William Tilbrook of West Wratting, kettles and pewter and dairy equipment. There 
were no utensils in his hall except those which belonged to the fireplace itself : the 
bellows, tongs, firepan and cob-irons. 3  There were however three very strange 
examples of houses with one hearth in which the inventory seems to suggest more or 
less clearly that the hearth might not have been in the hail. The inventory of Thomas 
Fordham, a husbandman of Cottenham, is not conclusive. He had hall, chamber, 
kitchen, and dairy. The curious thing about the inventory is that it shows him with 
a bed, two cupboards and chests, and a little table in the hail, but no provision for 
seating at all, while the kitchen contains hutches, 4  a table, three chairs, and—the only 
cooking utensils mentioned—an iron pot and an iron kettle. The fire-irons are not 
mentioned, so the position of the hearth is not known ; but it does seem that Thomas 
Fordham has been caught in the act of gradually using his kitchen as a main living 
room more than his hall. It suggests that in another generation, the hail in that 
house would no longer be known as such. 

The other two cases are quite clear. John Farrow, a carpenter of Thriplow, and 
John  Harvey, a husbandman of Ickleton, both had the commonest four-roomed type 
of house with one hearth. In neither case does the connection of the inventory with 
the hearth-tax entry seem in any doubt. Both men used the hall as the main living 
room and kept their big table, chairs, forms, stools and cupboards there. But John 
Farrow's kitchen contained as well as all his kettles, pots and skillets, the iron pot 
and its hooks, which was the principal cooking vessel, the spit, the frying pan and 
all ' his Coils that was in the hod ' . It seems incredible that in an untidy age tidiness 

I M. W. Barley, op. cit. p. 1 5 1 . 
2 Nowhere in Cambridgeshire did the type of cottage with hail and parlour both chambered over-

which made up just under a quarter of the four-roomed houses on the Duchy of Lancashire estates in 
Lincoinshire in 16o8—occur (M. W. Barley, op. cit. p. 8). 

3 Cob-irons were alternatives for andirons, or firedogs. For a fuller description, see F. W. Steer, Farm 
and Cottage Inventories of Mid-Essex, i 635-1 749 (Colchester, 1960), pp. 2-6. 

4 Hutches were small chests, used for storage. See F. W. Steer, op. cit. p. i. 
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should be carried to the extreme of keeping the hod of coal in a room away from the 
hearth. John Harvey had no hod of coals, but he kept in his service room, which was 
a buttery not a kitchen, the spit, tongs, and firepan, as well as all the cooking vessels. 
These cases either throw doubt on the hearthtax assessors' capacities, even in the 
careful 1664 revision, or show the extent to which the relationship between the 
kitchen and hail was changing in this period. 

A house with two hearths might have from two to ten rooms, although two-thirds 
of those in the sample had four, five, or six rooms. Their occupiers had from under 
kio to over kJoo  but three-quarters of them had between Jio and kioo, and the 
median wealth of occupants of two-hearth houses was k6o. 

Five-roomed houses formed the largest single class in Cambridgeshire and were 
occupied by the biggest group of husbandmen, some craftsmen and some yeomen, 
who usually had anything from under Cio to k70. They were also occupied by a 
sprinkling of much more wealthy men, with from ioo to C200, and in one case 
over J400.  Thirty per cent of the Cambridgeshire yeomen lived in five- and six-
roomed houses. 

Three main types of five-roomed houses emerge from the inventories. The 
commonest was that with hall, parlour or lower chamber, two service rooms, and one 
upper chamber. The upper chamber in these cases was usually over the hail, but 
sometimes over the parlour, leaving the two service rooms normally single-storeyed. 
Next came a group with two upper chambers, which normally had hail, parlour, and 
one service room downstairs. Thirdly came a very small group which possibly had 
all five rooms downstairs. The likelihood is that it was very rare. 

The commonest type of six-roomed house was one with hail and parlour, two 
service rooms, and two upper chambers which were usually over the hail and the 
parlour. There were examples, however, both of the hail and parlour being apparently 
left open. 

Secondly came a group of houses with only one upper chamber. It included a 
small number of houses with both lower chamber and parlour ; but wherever this 
combination was found in six- or seven-roomed houses it had the effect of lessening 
the extent of chambering over. Only in houses with ten or more rooms was the 
existence of two parlours or their equivalent an indication of.wealth rather than that 
of backwardness in the construction of a second storey. There was even one example 
of a six-roomed house with no upper chambers given at all. This may simply be 
indicative of the appraisers' failure to go upstairs ; but it is symptomatic of one of 
the most striking features of Cambridgeshire housing as it emerges from the in-
ventories—the rarity of symmetrical chambering over. The third and smallest group 
of six-roomed houses was that with three upper and three lower rooms, and it 
is typical that this should be the smallest group, for in houses with up to eight 
rooms, cases in which the upper storey had been extended as far as it could be were 
very rare. 

When there was more than one hearth, probate inventories cannot be trusted to 
indicate the position of the . additional ones, for they usually give only the main 
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cooking hearth. In most two-hearth 'houses the cooking was done in the kitchen and 
sothe kitchen hearth was given ; occasionally it was still done in the hail, and so a hearth 
in the hall was given. Only in one two-hearth house did the inventory give both 
hearths, and they were in kitchen and hail. There is not a single example of a house 
with two hearths in which a heated parlour or chamber was indicated. 

A house with three hearths might have from six to eleven rooms, but over three-
quarters had six, seven, or eight rooms. They were occupied by people with personal 
wealth of fromjust under Jto over 5oo, but the vast majority had from j ust under 

:30  to 2OO. The median was k141.  The biggest single group of Cambridgeshire 
yeomen lived in eight-roomed houses. 

The plans of seven- and eight-roomed houses become too difficult to interpret. 
The largest class of seven-roomed houses had two upper chambers, and the largest 
class of eight-roomed houses had only three. It is noticeable that half the very small 
group of eight-roomed houses, in which the position of every room is known, 
had no chamber over the hail. Service rooms in these more wealthy yeomen's 
houses began to multiply, and the majority of eight-roomed houses had three or 
four. 

The position of the third hearth varied considerably according to the information 
given in the inventories. The hearth most commonly supplied with fire-irons was in the 
kitchen still, with the hall hearth mentioned next. But the parlour may be heated in 
a house of this size ; Henry Sell, yeoman of Gamlingay, had a hearth in his ' chamber 
below ' judging from the ' iron grate ' listed there, although he does not seem to have 
one in his parlour. Richard Wootton of Ickleton had hearths in his parlour and hall. 
Moreover, one hearth may be upstairs in a three-hearth house. Thomas Alban, 
blacksmith of Shepreth, who had seven rooms and three hearths, had a hearth in his 
hall, which he used for cooking, having no kitchen, and another in the chamber over 
the parlour, for there were listed there with his bedstead, five chests and six chairs, a 
little pair of cob-irons and a fire-shovel. There were no fire-irons in his parlour, 
where the third hearth presumably. was. Samuel Mortlock of Whittlesford had a 
hearth in his hall, and the only other implements connected with fires were in the 
chamber over his buttery, where he had two pairs of cob-irons. 

A house with four hearths or more had from six to fourteen rooms, and might be 
occupied by a person with from C34  to  C i 132. Five-eighths had over 3OO, and the 
median value oftheir wealth was 36o. Only very considerable yeomen or prosperous 
shopkeepers occupied such houses in general. The house of John Mickelly of West 
Wickham, who left /546. izs. zd., is a good example of these outstanding houses. It 
had thirteen rooms. Not all their positions are known, but downstairs he had a 
hall, and a parlour (which contained amongst other things a long table and eighteen 
leather chairs), kitchen, dairy, brewhouse and cellar. Upstairs he had chambers over 
the hail, the parlour, the dairy and the porch. The positions of his own bedchamber 
and of the chamber for storing cheese were not stated, nor was that of his 'round' 
chamber, which contained a bed with curtains, had hangings on the walls, and 
contained plate and linen which brought the value of the contents of the room up to 
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/25. The househad five hearths, and it is the only large house in which the inventory 
gives the position of all five. There were fire-irons, cob-irons and tongs in the hall, 
the parlour, the kitchen, the chamber over the parlour, and John Mickelly's own 
bedchamber. 

The number of hearths that a house is assessed on in the hearth tax can then, 
within very broad limits, be used as a guide to the size it is most likely to be. But it 
is not a certain one. A three-roomed house with hail, lower chamber, and service 
room, or a four-roomed house with hall, upper and lower chambers, and service 
room, was most likely to have one hearth, but might possibly have two. A five.-
roomed house with hail, lower chamber or parlour, two service rooms and one upper 
chamber was most likely to have two hearths,but might only have one. A six-roomed 
house with hall, parlour, two service rooms, and two upper chambers, might have two 
or three hearths. There were examples of eight-roomed houses with hail, parlour, 
three service rooms, and three upper chambers, with two, three, four and even five 
hearths. In large houses of ten or more rooms individual preference played an 
immense part, and it becomes impossible to predict how many hearths there will be. 
William Folkes, yeoman of Westley Waterless, who died leaving f 324. 7s. 4d., had 
ten rooms and only two hearths. William Amye, yeoman of Little Abington, who 
left ,C 253. 13s-  4d., and Francis Nun, yeoman of Swaffham Prior, lived in ten-
roomed houses which each had hall, parlour, four service rooms and four upper 
chambers. William Amye had four hearths and Francis Nun had eight. 

The main fact which emerges from this work on the hearth tax is that it can be 
used as a general economic guide. The widely differing medians of wealth of those 
with differing numbers of hearths show this. 1  It can also be used as a social guide in 
the sense that all persons with three or more hearths were almost certain to be 
yeomen or extremely prosperous craftsmen of a similar status. It does not follow 
that those with fewer hearths were not yeomen. The extent of economic and social 
overlap, and the blurring of economic and social divisions caused by inheritance and 
personal preference, means that although the tax may be used as a guide to status and 
wealth in general, it may not safely be used in any individual example. The cases of 
Richard London, husbandman of Hinxton, who had eight rooms and five hearths and 
only ;'C34  to his name, and, conversely, of Thomas Amey, husbandman of Harston, 
who had a two-roomed cottage and left f i 19. 15s. 6d., are instructive examples of 
the dangers of oversimplification. 
. An analysis of one of the hearth-tax returns for Cambridgeshire was made, 2  and 
its results showed when they were mapped that there was no clear regional pattern 

1  It is important to note that the medians of those with four, and more than four, hearths were taken 
together. The numbers of those with more than four hearths are too few, and the connection between 
wealth and house size so much looser at this end of the scale than at the other, that this must be done to get 
a fair picture. 

2  The return of Michaelmas 1664 was chosen for this purpose, since it is an extremely detailed revision 
of the i 66z return which includes frequent corrections of concealments, and comirients which were 
obviously based on personal inspection, in some cases. For this reason it seemed likely to be the most 
accurate return of the series. It is also nearly as full as the return for Lady Day 1674 (see C. A. F. Meekings, 
V.C.H. Cambs. and the Isle of Ely, iv)  P. 273). 
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of personal wealth in the county. 1  In general, 30-50 per cent of the houses in each 
parish had one hearth, 20-40 per cent had two hearths, less than 20 per cent had 
three hearths, and less than 20 per cent had four or more hearths (maps, Figs. 1-5). 

There were very numerous exceptions to this. Of the parishes with under 30 per cent 
of houses with one hearth, Willingham and Histon lay in the fen or on the fen-edge, 
Stapleford and Little Shelford in the river valley, and Hardwick, Toft and Gamlingay 
on the western upland. On the other hand, a noticeable block of parishes which all 
had more than 50 per cent of these small houses lay together on the south-eastern 
upland. Most of the parishes with over 40 per cent of houses with two hearths were 
grouped together in the fen or on the fen-edge to the north of Cambridge, but the 
fen parishes to the north-east were dissimilar. Of the parishes with 20-30 per cent 
of houses with three hearths, Burwell lay on the fen-edge, Babraham and Duxford in 
the river valleys and Croydon and Gamlingay on the western upland. Exceptional 
parishes with 30-40 per cent of houses with four or more hearths were similarly 
widely distributed. 

This result is particularly interesting, since it conflicts in some ways with the 
results obtained from analysing the personal wealth of each Cambridgeshire region 
as it was shown in the probate inventories. Over eighty inventories survive from the 
upland, and over a hundred each from the valleys and the fen-edge, for the decade 
1661-70. The median wealth of the testators from the upland was k47,  and that from 
the river valleys k30, while that from the fen-edge lay between, at o. Most of the 
upland inventories came from the villages above the 300-ft. contour to the south-east 
of the county. But it was just here that the hearth-tax returns showed a remarkable 
grouping of villages with over 50  per cent of houses with only one hearth. This 
conflict of evidence shows the dangers inherent in relying on even a large sample of 
inventories, for it is quite plain that in the south-east of the county the proportion 
of small men leaving a will must have been very low, and the results, in consequence, 
are extremely misleading. 

The lack of any clear pattern of prosperity in the hearth-tax return for 1664 shows 
clearly that the individual history of tenure and farming, and indeed of particular 
local initiative and the lack of it,, must be investigated in villages which stand out as 
exceptionally poor or exceptionally prosperous. No regional generalizations will 
supply this deficiency. 
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Fig. x . This map shows the number of people assessed in each village in 1664. There is a difference in the 
numbers of people assessed in this return, and the number of houses in each village, since the former figure 
excludes empty houses, whereas the latter excludes additional inmates in houses which are divided. How.. 
ever, the difference between the two is usually very small, and only changes the numbers appearing on the 
map in the cases of Bassingbourn, East Hatley, Horseheath and Burwell. Subdivisions of houses at East 
Hatley, Horseheath and Burwell meant that while the number of people taxed fell within the ' i 1-25', ' 

5 1-100 ', and ' over 200 ' groups, the number of houses fell within the ' i—io ', ' 26-50 ' and ' ioo—zoo' 
groups. At Bassingbourn, the number of empty houses brought the total number of houses to just over ioo, 
while the number of people assessed fell just below that figure. 

Pairs of semi-detached cottages of the seventeenth century have been found by the investigators of the 
Historical Monuments Commission in the county, which also has very early examples of rows of cottages 
(M. W. Barley, The English Farmhouse and Cottage, pp. 247-8). The hearth-tax return of 1664 shows that, 
although subdivision was not far advanced in the county, it was sufficiently common for over forty villages 
to have an example or two. There is of course no reason to suppose that many of these examples were of 
cottages built as semi-detached. The process of inheritance by which division could be brought about is 
shown very clearly in the court books of Linton for 1603-65 (Cambs. R.O., R. 59 . 5 . i). In 1617 William 
and Elizabeth Ridgewell were admitted to a tenement near 'le Bridgefoot ' in Linton. In 1633 Ann Ridge.. 
well was admitted to the same tenement on the death of her father William, Katherine Ridgewell was 
admitted to the ' end ' of the same tenement on the death of her mother Elizabeth, and William and Elizabeth 
Byr were admitted to a tenement ' cald a kitchin ', which was part of the same property. Finally, in 1 65 I, 
Ann Ridgewell and Elizabeth Byr were admitted to the end of the tenement formerly in the tenancy of their 
sister, Katherine. Many divisions recorded in the hearth tax must have been brought about by similar 
means. In Chesterton and Linton, Swaffham Prior and its hamlet of Reach, Burwell and Cottenham, 
between ten and fifteen subdivisions each were recorded, however, and in those cases it seems quite 
probable that semi-detached cottages existed by 1664. The work of the Royal Commission on Historical 
Monuments will presumably decide this point. 

Note: Numbers for Cambridge are omitted from this and the following four maps. 



r~ ~' r4l pm~lz 

T2Ph.. 



6z 	 H. M. SPUFFORD 

- -. -r 



SIGNIFICANCE OF CAMBRIDGESHIRE HEARTH TAX 	 63 

TABLE i. Distribution of wealth shown in probate inventories 
. Cambridgeshire Lincoinshire 1661-70 

1669 

No. 	% 
r 

No. 	% 
L:'-i:3° 142 	41-8 zz 	225 
£3O-6O 63 	185 z8 	z88 
6o-8o 22 	 64 JO 	103 

£8o—Jioo 	. 20 	 8 . 	9 	 92 
Over £ioo 93 	274 28 	290 

30 	999 97 	998 
. Median £40 Median £56.  16s. 

The information on• Lincoinshire in this and the following table is taken from M. W. Barley, Econ. 
Hist. Rev. vii ( 1 95), pp. 293 and 294. 

TABLE 2. Number of rooms shown in probate inventories 
Cambridge.. 

. shire 
. Lincoinshire Cambridgeshire Cambridgeshire Fen-line 

. 669 	• 9 661-70 1661-70 
r 

. No. % 
(- 

: No. % No. % No. and % 
Dubious 6 7.3 10 111 6 34 105 15 

2 15 184 6 7.0 33 101 • 	9 
3 	. 16 194 50 116 44 13'5 14 
4 1 3 118 ii 528 36 1100 7 
5 8 9 .7 • 12 140 53 164 • 	57 
6 8 97 51 128 39 120 16 
7 9 1100 5 8 2' 6 8 
8 . 2 24 9 103 27 83 6. 

9andover 	• 5 61 53 38 117 9 
Total 82 998 87 1009 325 1000 501 

TABLE 3. The relationship betweennumber of rooms and number of heart/is 
No. No. of rooms 
of A_ 

hearths 	1 2 	3 4 	5 6 7 	8  9 	10 I I 52 	13 	54 Total 
.5 	5 8 	8 12 	3 2 . 	. . 	. . . 	. 	. 38 

2 	. I 	2 6 	52 5 2 	3 . 	I . . 	. 	. 32 
3 	. . 	. . 	. 4 3 	4 I 	I I . 	.. 	. 14 4 	

. . 	. . 	. I 3 	I . 	I 2 I 	I 	. 10 
5 	. . 	. . 	. . . 	I . 	I .. . 	I 	. 3 
6 
7 	. . 	. . 	. . . 	. . 	. . . 	. 	. . 
8 
9 	. . 	. . 	. . . 	. 	. . 	. I . 	. 	I 2 

. 101 
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T AB L E 4. Personal wealth and number of rooms—Cambridgeshire 1661 —70 
No. of rooms 

Dubious 2 3 4 5 6 	7 	8 9 10 II 	12 	13 	14 Total 
Wealth 

Underio 8 io ii i 5 I 	. 	. . . . 	. 	. 	. 36 
A:io-1::20  14 10 13 9 6 z 	i 	. . . . 	. 	. 	. 55 
£20-,(3O 4 3 9 12 7 6 	3 	I 	. . . . 	. 	. 	. 45 
£3 0—A0  4 3 3 4 8 i 	z 	. i . . 	. 	. 	. 26 
L;4°—,c50  I I 2 I 7 4 	! 	 2 . . I 	. 	. 	. 19 
£50-6o I I . 4 2 	3 	. I . . 	• 	. 	. 	. 13 

60—J70 . . I I 3 5 	. 	I . I . 	. 	. 	. 12 
J7O-,(8O I . i z i 4 	. 	3 . . . 	. 	. 	. 12 

L: 8o-90 . I I I I 2 	I 	I . . . 	. 	. 	. 8 
90-JI00 . I I I I 2 	I 	2 . . . 	. 	. 	. 9 

,c ioo-1Ciso I I I I 5 4 	I 	4 I I I 	2 	. 	. 23 

£150-,(200 . I . i 4 . 	. 	4 2 . I 	. 	. 	2 15 
£200-J250 . I . . . 2 	I 	3 I I I 	. 	2 	. 12 
£2504300 . . . i . i 	i 	2 . 3 I 	2 	. 	. II 
£3004350 . . . . . . 	3 	I . I I 	. 	. 	. 6 
£3504400 . . . I . I 	2 	I I . . 	. 	. 	. 6 
£4004450 . . . . . . 	I 	. . . . 	. 	. 	. I 
£4504500 . . . . 	. . 	I 	. . . . 	. 	I 	I 3 
£500-?C550 . . . . . i 	. 	. . . i 	i 	i 	. 4 
£550-L600  

• • ,6ob—,C6so  
£6504700 . . . . 
Over £700 . . . . . I 	. 	I I 2 I 	. 	. 	I 7 

Total 34 33 44 36  53 39 	21 	27 8 9 8 	5 	4 	4 325 

TABLE 5. The relationship between social status and house-size 
Labourers Husbandmen Craftsmen Yeomen Gentlemen 

No. of (__&__\ __A__ &_ 
rooms No. % No. % No. % No. %. No 	% 

Dubious 4 235 - - 6 I09 - - - - 
2 2 111['8 z 87 7 12'7 I 1 . 7 • - 	- 
3 8 47 0  2 87 4 73 I .7 
4 • 	2 ii8 4 1 7 .4 5 9•' 3 52 - 

• 	5 I 5•9 9 392 7 I27 9 15•5 I 	10 
6 - - 3 113•I 10 18z 9 155 - - 
7 - - - - 9 I64 5 86 i 	io 
8 - - I 40 3 5 9•' I' 190 I 	10 
9 - - I 4•3 I 18 2 36 I 	10 

10 - - - - I 18 7 121 - - 
II - • - - - - - 4 7•3 3 	30 
12 - - - - - - 2 36 - - 
1 3 - - I 4•3 - - 2 36 I 	10 

14 and over - — - — - - z 3'6 z 	zo 
Total 17 1000 23 1000 55 1000 58 IOPO 10 	100 
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