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This paper reports the results of an attempt to link a family reconstitution of the five Cheapside parishes of All Hallows Honey Lane, St Mary le Bow and St Pancras Soper Lane, St Marin Ironmonger Lane and St Mary Colechurch with Marriage Duty Act assessments for 1695 that survive for four of the aforementioned parishes.  This paper is based primarily on analysis of All Hallows Honey Lane, St Mary le Bow and St Pancras Soper Lane.  Following the destruction of all three churches in these parishes by the Great Fire of 1666 and subsequent rebuilding of St Pancras and St Mary le Bow, the three parishes were united and possess one set of parish registers after 1697.  The study is part of a larger project to compare the demography of this collectively affluent group of parishes with the rapidly growing and significantly poorer extra-mural parish of Clerkenwell.

The comprehensiveness of the 1695 Marriage Duty assessment inhabitants listing allows a window onto some of the individuals who were at a stage that fell between the landmark life events of birth, marriage and death captured in a family reconstitution, namely servants and apprentices, bachelors and spinsters.  Furthermore, given the high population turnover in London, the likelihood of a family residing in the parish long enough to leave evidence of its formation through marriage or dissolution through death of a souse, as well as its expansion through the baptism of children is limited.  Some sense of the turnover can be derived from the evidence concerning the actual marriage duties paid or owed.  For instance, in the returns for 1696-7 for St Mary le Bow and All Hallows in total 95 parishioners are listed as paying an amount out of a combined population of 866 persons in 1695. 25 of these are not listed in the 1695 assessments and were either newcomers or a new-comer assuming responsibility for a burial payment.  It appears that approximately 30 per cent of these persons had been resident in the parish for less than two years.  In these relatively wealthy parishes a key factor in high population turnover was the large proportion of the population made up of servants and apprentices.  Maidservants, apprentices/journeymen accounted for one third of the population.  Such individuals would have low probabilities of experiencing events leading to the recording of their names recorded in the parish registers—a major factor when associated with their high rates of mobility that would account for modest levels of successful linkage between tax assessment and parish registers.

It was to be expected that the most successful linkage was achieved between biological families recorded in the assessment and the parish registers.  69 per cent of the married inhabitants of these parishes were traceable in the reconstitution.  The low success rate in matching maidservants and apprentice/journeymen in the parish accord with Laslett’s observation from a rural and small-town vantage point that 90 per cent of servant movements were across parish boundaries—a feature that would be further exacerbated in the spatially shrunken parishes of intra-mural London.  However, it was reassuring that the household heads who were linked to the reconstitution possessed wealth characteristics based on tax assessment that were indistinguishable from those who were not able to be linked.  Such a feature suggests that demographic observations made on the linked segment of the population were less likely to be atypical of the parish populations as a whole.

Of the 301 reconstitution families baptising more than one child between 1670 and 1721 52 had at least one intergenesic interval of one year or less and just over two thirds an intergenesic interval of 18 months or less.  These intervals, far shorter than those found in rural and small town populations at a comparable date, suggest that significant numbers of mothers were not breastfeeding their children, since if they had done so the inhibitory effect of suckling on conception would have resulted in longer gaps between births.  The infant mortality rate for the parishes in 1670-1721 was 225 per 1000 is somewhat higher than those found in many parts of rural England in populations with far lower proportions o high status inhabitants. They are also somewhat higher than those calculated by Finlay for London parishes during earlier periods in the seventeenth century and are supportive of a general worsening of infant mortality in intra-mural parishes as the century progressed.  However, they are somewhat lower than the levels calculated for a similar period by Landers based upon his reconstitution of London Quaker families.  One factor that may have served to depress the observed rare of infant mortality was the deaths of those away from the parish at wetnurse.  By linking the parish register entries relating to baptisms and burials with the infants and children report in the listing it would appear that the families with ‘missing’ children came disproportionately from those who whose household heads were in the highest assessment categories.  Of course there is no direct evidence of deaths of such children failing to be reported in the parish registers, although the possibility of such omissions must be high.  Wetnursing outside the parish could explain some of the deaths where amounts were collected but there was no corresponding burial in the register.

A further feature less connected with the high social status of Cheapside parishioners but reflecting a more widespread feature of London’s demographic behaviour, was the rising number marriages that involved parties neither of whom were resident in the parishes and were marrying there by license.

Notwithstanding the elevated social status of parishioners infant mortality was high suggesting that these parishes were affected by the general worsening of infant life chances that was occurring in London in the decades following the disappearance of plague as a killer in the 1660s.  High population turnover was in part a function of the large numbers of servants and apprentices resident within the relatively wealthy households that formed a notably large proportion of all co-resident groups in these intra-mural parishes.

