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Abstract

Using the census enumerators’ books for the second half of the nineteenth century, this study examines migration to
and from Bidford-upon-Avon, Warwickshire. It takes advantage of recently available individual-level electronic
databases to trace out-nrigrants from Bidford. The results confirm some widely-held generalisations (such as females
moving more than males), but also highlight the importance of circulatory movement within the countryside, and the
Sact than economic factors may not always have been paramount in determining migration patterns.

Introduction

Bidford has occupied its location on the banks of the Avon for more than two millennia.!

Growing around a Roman crossing point where Icknield Street crossed the river, it has an
Anglo-Saxon history which led to its appearance in Domesday Book and in medieval times
its centrality led to its having a market function as early as 1220 (incorporated by Queen
Elizabeth I) and holding two fairs annually.? However, by the end of the eighteenth century
it was described as ‘formerly considerable but now much reduced’.?

Although the main village centre is on slightly raised ground on the north bank of the
Avon (the south side being always liable to flood), the parish straddles the river and includes
the hamlets of Barton and Marlcliff to the south, and Broom—a mile or so to the north.
The river was an important transport artery from the middle of the seventeenth century.*

The main road from Stratford to Evesham followed the river and ran through the village,
while Icknield Street ran to the north, linking the village with the market town of Alcester.
The major nineteenth-century transport development was the railway. In 1868, the line

1 P Styles, ‘Bidford’, in .F. Salzman (ed.), Victoria History of the County of Warwick, vol. 3: Barlichway Hundred
(London, 1945), pp. 49-57.

2 William Camden referred to it in Britannia (1607) ‘Neither seeth Avon any other memorable thing upon
his bankes but Bitford, a mercate towne, and some country villages, being now ready to enter into
Worcestershire’. http://www.philological.bham.ac.uk/cambrit/ (accessed 22 May 2017).

3 1791 Universal British Directory, courtesy of Rod Neep and the Archive CD Books Project.
http://www.archivecdbooks.com/ (accessed 23 May 2017).

4 A petition of Ursula Countess of Plymouth to William III’s Patliament on 3 January 1696 stated that
‘above fifty years ago, the river had been made navigable for the conveyance of coals’ from the River
Severn to Stratford-upon-Avon and surrounding villages including Bidford. http://gateway.proquest.
com/openurl? utl_ver=739.88-2004&res_dat=xri:hcpp&rft_dat= xrithcpp: fulltext:;jhc-000927:2
(accessed 26 June 2009).
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Figure 1 Map of Bidford and its surroundings 1891
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Source:  Old Ordnance Survey maps: Vale of Evesham and Stratford 1892, the Godfrey Edition
(Consett, 2000).

from Evesham to Barnt Green skirted the parish, with a station being built at Broom.> This
provided links to the southwest (Gloucester and Bristol), London (via Evesham) and
particulatly to Birmingham and all points north). Subsequently, in 1879, a branch line joined
Broom to Stratford, providing Bidford with another station, though freight traffic via the
sidings seems to have been more important than passengers, especially after the
introduction of rural bus services.®

Throughout the second half of the nineteenth century, the village remained
predominantly agricultural. The number of directly employed male agricultural workers
stayed almost constant, suggesting that the farming base of the community was faitly
resilient. One of the reasons for this may have been the diversity of output, especially
including fruit and vegetables. The arrival of the railway in Broom in the 1860s gave ready
access for fresh produce to the urban and industrial markets of Birmingham and beyond.
In the early 1890s Jesse Houghton, a market gardener in the village, was sending

5 P. Dale, Herefordshire and Worcestershire’s Lost Railways (Catrine, 2004), p. 5.

6 During the plum season, as many as twenty trucks a day were loaded and sent by special train. Large
quantities of hay were despatched to the Railway Provender Company in Manchester, while the Brick and
Tile Company’s works despatched several trucks of its products daily. A. Jordan, 7he Stratford-upon-Avon and
Midland Junction Railway (Oxford, 1982), p. 66.
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consignments almost daily to fruiterers as far afield as Sheffield and Leeds.” It would appear
that during a period of economic prosperity such as the 1860s, when more labour was
needed, women and children were recruited. But the agricultural depression of the last
quarter of the nineteenth century seems to have left Bidford relatively unscathed. Fletcher
points out that the picture of depression and decay between 1873 and 1896 painted by
writers such as Ernle, Venn and Halévy relates primarily to wheat farming, which suffered
not only from overseas competition, but also from the increased demand for a varied diet
brought about by rising real incomes, while at the same time labour costs on arable farms
were three times those on farms with cattle or sheep.®

To evaluate the lives of Bidford people in the nineteenth century, I have examined the
records of the period, using nominal record linkage. My major sources have been the
census enumerations of 1841, 1861 and 1891, which I have turned into spreadsheets and
databases. On occasions it has been necessary to refer to enumerations of other years in
order to complete the picture.’

The census data tell us a great deal about population movement in the nineteenth
century. From the birthplace data we can work out where the in-migrants to the village
came from, and for those who moved with children it is often possible to determine when
and how frequently they moved. By interrogating the www.ancestry.com database for

anyone born in Bidford it is also possible to discover whither the out-migrants went.

In nineteenth-century England, the main motives for migration were social and
economic. The classic division into ‘pull’ and ‘push’ factors is a useful tool.! Social factors
include housing availability and family links, while the principal economic factor is the
search for employment, but many factors cannot be quantified and rarely is a single factor
responsible for an individual’s decision to migrate.

7 Warwick County Record Office, CR 2191/3, Daybook of a market gardener (1888-1919).

8 T.W. Fletcher, ‘The Great Depression of English Agriculture 1873-1896, Economic History Review, 13
(1961) pp. 417-32.

9 Unless otherwise stated, references to Bidford and its population in the census years from 1841 to 1901
are supported by the local census enumerators’ books: The National Archives HO107/1126/4 (1841),
HO107,/2075 (1851), RG9,/2236 (1861), RG10,/3213 (1871), RG11/3109 (1881), RG12,/2483 (1891) and
RG13/2944 (1901). Source information for individuals in the census enumerators’ books from 1841 to
1901 is from www.ancestry.com, as follows: 7847 England Census |database on-line]. Original data: Census
Returns of England and Wales, 15841. Kew, Surrey, England: The National Archives (TNA), HO107. 7857
FEngland Census [database on-line]. Original data: Census Returns of England and Wales, 1851. Kew, Surrey,
England: TNA, HO107. 7867 England Census [database on-line|. Original data: Census Returns of England
and Wales, 1861. Kew, Surrey, England: TNA, RGY. 7871 England Census [database on-line]. Original data:
Census Returns of England and Wales, 1871. Kew, Surrey, England: TNA, RG10. 7887 England Census
[database on-line]. 1881 British Isles Census Index provided by The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day
Saints. Original data: Census Returns of England and Wales, 1881. Kew, Surrey, England: TNA, RG11. 78971
FEngland Census [database on-line]. Original data: Census Returns of England and Wales, 1891. Kew, Surrey,
England: TNA, RG12. 7901 England Census [database on-line|. Original data: Census Returns of England and
Wales, 1901. Kew, Surrey, England: TNA, RG13.

10 H.R. Barrett, Population Geography (Harlow, 1992), pp. 139-49.
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Birthplace data and context

Because the 1841 census only asked whether people were born in the county, in another
county, or in Scotland or Ireland, precise identification of in-migrants’ birthplaces is not
possible. However, it does show that in Bidford, 72.3 per cent of the population were born
in Warwickshire. In subsequent years Warwickshire-born residents fell to 69.6 per cent in
1861 and 65.9 per cent in 1891.

When E.G. Ravenstein was developing his ideas about migration in the 1880s, he
categorised the populations of all counties according to ‘whether individuals were “natives”
of the county they were enumerated in at the time of the survey (“native county element”),
of an adjoining county (“border element”), from within the same kingdom, from a separate
kingdom, or from outside the United Kingdom altogether (“foreign element”)’.!! He
concluded that most people who were natives of other counties generally come from
bordering counties, leading to the idea that migrants generally make shorter, rather than
longer, moves. This was developed by Zipf into the Inverse Distance Law: that the volume
of migrants decreases with distance from the origin.!? Figure 2 shows how this applied to
Bidford in 1861 and 1891.

Zipt’s hypothesis is quite clearly valid for both sets of data, though the effect had
weakened by 1891. Of the 1,570 inhabitants of Bidford in 1861, 887 (56.5 per cent) were

Figure 2 Distance travelled by in-migrants: Bidford 1861 and 1891
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Source: Census enumerators’ books, Bidford, 1861 and 1891. The National Archives, RG9/2236 and
RG12/2483.

11 E.G. Ravenstein, “The laws of migration’, Journal of the Royal Statistical Society, 48 (1885), pp. 167-235.
12 G. Zipf, ‘The PP/D hypothesis: on the intercity movement of persons’, Awerican Sociological Review,
11(1946), pp. 67786, here at p. 686.
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born in the parish.13 Of the remaining 683, the birthplaces of 665 have been identified and
the distance from Bidford calculated.!* Of the in-migrants, 56 per cent travelled fewer than
ten miles, and almost 90 per cent were born within 30 miles of Bidford, with only two
people born more than 150 miles away. By 1891 the detailed picture had altered, though the
substance was much the same.!® Slightly fewer (53.3 per cent) were born in the parish, and
of the in-migrants more than three-quarters travelled fewer than 30 miles, (and almost 60
per cent less than half of that distance). In fact, almost half of the ‘incomers’ had travelled
fewer than ten miles, though almost two thirds of these had crossed from Worcestershire
or Gloucestershire into Warwickshire. The increased distance travelled by in-migrants in
1891 was made possible by the improvements in transport during the second half of the
nineteenth century, in particular the arrival of the railway in the 1860s and 1870s, though
the cost of railway travel may have had an influence on the nature of the long-distance
migrants.

Further investigation of the birthplaces of Bidford residents sheds some interesting
light on Ravenstein’s Laws. His view that ‘most migrants only proceed a short distance’ is
certainly backed up by the evidence, though the explanation using counties of birth is less
valid.!® His conclusion that most people who were natives of other counties had generally
come from bordering counties is certainly true. Warwickshire’s neighbours were
Worcestershire, Gloucestershire, Oxfordshire, Staffordshire, Leicestershire, and
Northamptonshire. The numbers in Bidford in the two census years born in the
neighbouring counties are shown in Table 1. These represent 63 per cent and 60 per cent
respectively of the in-migrants. The imbalance reflects the fact that Bidford is situated on
the extreme south-western edge of Warwickshire, and that several neighbouring parishes
are in Worcestershire or Gloucestershire. This also explains why there were fewer migrants
from other parts of Warwickshire than there were from Worcestershire on each occasion.
The remainder came from counties at an increasing distance: in 1861, there were 37 of
them from 18 other counties; this number rose to 79 from 29 other counties by 1891.

Much has been written about the movement to towns from the countryside. The figures
here illustrate another form of movement: inter-rural (between rural areas), often referred

to as ‘rural circulation’.!” Rural society was far more mobile than is sometimes

13 This contrasts with the 73 per cent of native-born Elmdoners which Jean Robin found in 1861, and
indicates a much greater degree of openness in Bidford. J. Robin Elwdon: Continuity and Change in a North-
West Essex Village, 1861—1964 (Cambridge, 1980), p. 25.

14 These do not include 11 blank birthplace records, 1 born overseas (on board ship), 2 Irish and 4 not
identified.

15 Of 1,461 inhabitants, 779 were born in the parish. Of the remaining 682, the birthplaces of 642 have been
identified and the distance from Bidford calculated. (These do not include 4 recorded as ‘N.K.’, 3 born
overseas (America, Cyprus and Paris), 15 left blank and 18 not identified.)

16 Ravenstein, ‘Laws of migration’, pp. 198-9.

17 C. Pooley and J. Turnbull, Migration and Mobility in Britain since the Eighteently century (London, 1998), p. 112.
Pooley and Turnbull stressed that rural to urban migration was only a small part of the total migration
process. They also pointed out (pp. 130-31) that rural circulation was taken for granted as part of rural
life, with few contemporary references, other than those occasionally made by novelists such as George
Eliot and Thomas Hardy.
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Table 1 In-migrants from neighbouring counties: Bidford 1861 and 1891

County of origin 1861 1891
Worcestershire 232 202
Gloucestershire 163 140
Oxfordshire 15 33
Staffordshire 14 23
Leicestershire 1 1
Northamptonshire 0 2

Source: Census enumerators’ books, Bidford, 1861 and 1891. The National Archives, RG9/2236 and
RG12/2483.

acknowledged. True, there are instances of individuals spending the whole of their lives in
the cottage in which several generations of their ancestors had also been born and died. But
many people moved, not only within their home village, but also between villages.

Perhaps the most surprising result of Ravenstein’s research was the conclusion that the
‘woman is a greater migrant than man’. While ‘males more frequently venture beyond [the
kingdom of their birth], women ‘are more migratory than males within [it].!® This he
attributed to women seeking work outside of their homes for domestic service as well as
jobs in the shops and factories of industrial centres. The Bidford data substantiates this, as
Table 2 shows.!”

Ravenstein also suggested that each current of migration has a compensating counter-
current.”’ Throughout the nineteenth century a major population characteristic of the
United Kingdom was the growth of London and other major cities. This occurred at such

Table 2  Sex composition of in-migrants: Bidford 1861 and 1891

Distance moved (miles) 1861 1891
Male Female Male Female

0-9 171 199 135 170
10-29 85 133 88 109
30-49 17 23 32 32
50-99 9 1 17 19
100-149 7 13 22
150+ 1 1 3 2

Source: Census enumerators’ books, Bidford, 1861 and 1891. The National Archives, RG9/2236 and
RG12/2483.

18  Ravenstein, “The Laws of Migration’, 196-7.

19  Empirical research into outmigration in villages in Essex (Robin, Elmdon, pp.180-99) and Wiltshire (P.R.A.
Hinde, “The population of a Wiltshire village in the nineteenth century: a reconstitution study of Berwick
St James, 1841-71", Annals of Human Biology, 14 (1987), pp. 480—1) also substantiate this view. On the other
hand Pooley and Turnbull’s study using residential histories compiled by family historians claimed that
from 1840 to 1920 (including the period covered by Ravenstein’s analysis) mean distances moved are
almost identical for men and women. (Pooley and Turnbull, Migration and Mobility, p. 67).

20  Ravenstein, ‘Laws of migration’, pp. 187-8.
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Table 3 Extract from 1891 census for household of James Lock

Name Relationship Rank,

to head profession or

of family Sex Age occupation Where born
James Lock Head M 42 Agricultural Minster Lovell Oxfordshire

labourer

Mary Lock Wife F 37 Stow on the Wold  Gloucestershire
George Lock Son M 11 Cleeve Prior Worcestershire
Harry Lock Son M 10 Cleeve Prior Worcestershire
Albert Lock Son M 7 Dunnington Warwickshire
Charles Lock Son M 4 Bidford Warwickshire
Nathan Lock Son M 2 Bidford Warwickshire

Source: Census enumerators’ books, Bidford, 1891. The National Archives, RG12/2483.

a rate that there seems to be no doubt that it could not have been achieved simply by an
excess of births over deaths. The migration necessary to redress the shortfall of people has
been much discussed, but what tends to be less well considered is the fact that this is net
migration, and that there also occurred a movement of people out of the cities. In Bidford,
in 1891, six in-migrants came from London, 40 from Birmingham and the Black Country,
and a further ten in total from Sheffield, Manchester, Liverpool and Bristol. This went
some way towards compensating for the 132 who moved to Birmingham and the Black
Country, 26 to London and another 16 to Manchester, Liverpool, Sheffield and Leeds.
However, the difficulties involved in using birthplace data should not be overlooked. As
Lumas pointed out, ‘|a]s far as birthplace entry is concerned, many people did not know
where they were born and some others lied about it, fearing that the information might be
used to send them back to their home parish as the Poor Law directed’.?! This would lead
to over-representation among ‘locals’ and perhaps overstress the stability of the population.
Morteover, the census only provides a snapshot and does not show how people may have
moved in the intervening ten years, though such movements can sometimes be detected by
the birthplaces of children as shown in Table 3 by the entry for one Bidford family in the
1891 Population Census.

In-migrants

One of the motives for in-migration into nineteenth-century Bidford was undoubtedly
social. Over three fifths of the 1861 in-migrants came to Bidford because of family
connections.?? Almost 120 came to marry a local, while a similar number came with a
spouse who was also an in-migrant. Of these, as Ravenstein suggested, women
outnumbered men (by almost three to two). More than 120 were children who had been

21 S. Lumas, Making Use of the Census, 4th edn (London, 2002), p. 72.
22 Although less than Elmdon’s three quarters, it is still a substantial proportion (see Robin, Elwdon, pp.
25-27).
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brought in by at least one migrating patrent, while another 60 had some other family
connection.

The other significant impetus to in-migration came from employment opportunities.
Among those moving longer distances (50 miles or more) were numerous professionals. In
1861 these included two surgeons, a governess, teacher and revenue officer, while in 1891
there were clergy to add to another surgeon. The 1861 census also shows a number of
craftsmen and grocers, while 30 years later, railwaymen and innkeepers were among the
‘incomers’. In both years, Ireland provided one or two agricultural labourers and in 1891,
Scotland provided two farmers plus a farm bailiff. The majority of farmers in 1861, were
‘incomers’, only 7 of the 22 having been born in Bidford and that same proportion was
repeated in 1891.

In 1861, 154 labourers, mainly agricultural, were born outside Bidford, of whom 141
(more than 91 per cent) had moved fewer than 22 miles, and 94 (or 61 per cent) fewer than
ten miles. This formed just under 45 per cent of the labouring workforce, the remainder
having been born in the parish. In 1891, in-migration over shorter distances still tended to
be dominated by labourers. The total number of 111 (49 per cent) represented a slightly
larger percentage of the labouring workforce. Only 80 per cent had travelled fewer than 30
miles (compared with well over 90 per centin 1861), while the percentage who had travelled
fewer than 15 miles was exactly the same as those who had moved fewer than ten miles in
1861. A significant feature of the movement of labourers (especially farm labourers) in the
later period is the number who had moved from Oxfordshire. This seems to be a clear
indication not only of the impact of the agricultural depression in a major cereal growing
area acting as a ‘push’ factor in internal migration, but also the fact that the effects of the
depression were not universally similar. The factors which rendered the Vale of Evesham
less susceptible to decline have already been considered, and the continued availability of
employment for labourers here acted as a corresponding ‘pull’ factor on migrants.

Out-migrants

Almost exactly three-quarters of out-migrants travelled fewer than 30 miles.?> Of the
remainder, the largest grouping consists of those who moved between 100 and 149 miles.
This group includes almost all of those who migrated to London, as well as the urban
centres in Lancashire and the West Riding of Yorkshire. A further anomaly is found in the
short distance movers. If the 10 to 29 miles group is split in half, those travelling the greater

23 'This sample was obtained by interrogating the England 1891 Census database at www.ancestry.co.uk
(accessed 23 May 2017) for anyone whose birthplace was given Bidford, then omitting those who were
living in Bidford, or who were born in other ‘Bidfords’. The sample is not complete because some former
villagers may have used Matlcliff, Broom or Barton as their birthplace instead of Bidford. Hinde and
Edgar have performed a similar analysis of census enumerators’ books for 1881, to trace the destinations
of stoneworkers migrating from Langton Matravers in the Isle of Purbeck (see A. Hinde and M. Edgar,
“Following the tools”: migration networks among the stoneworkers of Purbeck in the nineteenth
century’, in M. Hammond and B. Sloan (eds) Rural-Urban Relationships in the Nineteenth Century: Uneasy
Neighbours? (London, 2016), pp 90-104).
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Table 4  Distribution of occupations of out-migrants from Bidford in 1891 census

Occupation Number of out-migrants
Servant 55
Agricultural worker 53
Labourer 33
Craftsman, skilled worker 30
Tradesman, shopkeeper 21
Independent 17
Transport 17
Industrialist, manufacturer 15
Farmer 5
Victualler 5
Clerical 5
Others 29
Total 285

Source:  Census enumerators’ books 1891. www.ancestry.com 1891 England Census [database on-
line]. Original data: Census Returns of England and Wales, 1891. Kew, Surrey, England:
The National Archives, RG21.

distance (20 to 29 miles) number 148 compared with only 89 travelling 10 to 19 miles. This
is because the former group includes many of those moving to Birmingham and the Black
Country. With regards to these groups it could be argued that destination was more
important than distance.

A significant feature of out-migration as shown by these figures is that one in three out-
migrants (189) travelled fewer than ten miles. Of these the nearby towns of Alcester (18),
Stratford-upon-Avon (17) and Evesham (14) claimed only 25 per cent, the remainder
making short distance moves to neighbouring villages. The sex distribution of out-migrants
was similar to that for in-migrants—more female than male—though for the shortest
distance group this is only just the case. The most marked difference is for the 10 to 29
miles group, where women outnumber men by three to two. Above 30 miles, there are
slightly more males than females (74 to 69).

In terms of employment groups, as Table 4 shows, the largest (just) is composed of
those who took jobs in service, with 19 per cent.?* This is not surprising. What is more
surprising, perhaps, is that a further 18 per cent found employment in agriculture (more if
the five farmers are also included). A similar proportion was formed by the craftsmen and
tradesmen combined, while the other significant groupings were labourers and transport
workers, followed by those in various forms of factory work.

It appears that 55 individuals (46 women and 9 men) left Bidford to work in service. Of
these, 24 were still in their teens, while a further nine were under 25 years old. The men

were in general older than the women, partly because many of the teenagers were gitls in

24 Although the census enumerator’s book uses ‘servant’ as a relationship to the head of household, some of
the jobs given in the occupation column are included in other groupings, such as agricultural labourers and
shop assistants. These have not been classed as ‘in service” here.
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general domestic service, whereas the men were mainly employed as grooms, gardeners and
coachmen, jobs where age and experience was an asset. The women in this group
comprised the usual omninm gatherum of cooks, nurses and housemaids, along with general
domestic servants. The wages of female servants rose by about one third in the last three
decades of the nineteenth century. Housekeepers and cooks could earn up to £1 per week,
which compared very favourably with the 15 to 17 shillings or so which the average
Warwickshire farm labourer was earning by 1907.2% This also coincided with the period
when domestic glovemaking in Bidford declined.

Less than one-third of those who out-migrated into service went to work in the major
towns (most of those to Birmingham), while almost exactly half of them travelled fewer
than 20 miles to their new employment. Horn recorded that not all smaller employers liked
to engage servants from their immediate locality. She cited a former servant from Ewelme
who recalled that it was usual for youngsters in her parish to be sent at least 20 miles away
‘probably to discourage followers or to stop gitls from running home’.?® The outward
movement of agricultural labourers can be seen as a counterweight to in-migration from
this group. It is possible that for non-economic reasons, farm workers sought employment
elsewhere, while some may have found accommodation in villages to which they had
previously travelled daily from Bidford. This is a likely consequence of some adjoining
villages becoming more ‘open’ as the century progressed. Some of the craftsmen and
tradesmen merely exchanged one village residence for another, but a significant number
moved to the larger towns of the West Midlands. These included draper’s and butcher’s
assistants, a builder, carpenter and several masons, this last being another response to a
decline in quarrying in the parish.

The more predictable group of out-migrants were those grouped as labourers, transport
workers and factory workers. The range of different types of work which they found is
what we would expect to find in industrial towns and cities. Among the labourers there were
some working in ironworks, on tramways, for the corporation and in dockyards, while in
factories we find such exotic jobs as makers of brass bedsteads, bicycle saddle fittings and
weighing machines, as well as a fuser of enamel, a tool maker’s turner and a shirt maker by
machine. Of the 17 earning a living from transport, three worked on canals and three on
road transport. The remainder were employed in various posts on the railway, including
three stationmasters, two engine drivers and two porters. There were also an inspector,
carter, stoker and cleaner.

The 29 others enjoyed an even wider range of jobs. There were five soldiers (including
two of the Warwickshire Regiment serving in the Tower of London), four police
constables, two coal miners, two chimney sweeps and a night soil man. Two were asylum
attendants (at different institutions in Yorkshire), while two were labour officers at
Warwickshire Reformatory for Boys. In addition to these, Bidford out-migrants included a

25 P.Horn, The Rise and Full of the Victorian Servant, (Stroud, 1995), pp. 2111f; ]. Thirsk (ed.), 7he Agrarian History
of England and Wales, vol. 6, parts 1 and 2: 1850—1914 (Cambridge, 2000), pp. 831, 2003.
26 Horn, Rise and Fall of the Victorian Servant, p. 36.
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nun, a prison guard (at Rochester) and a prisoner (a former solicitor serving a sentence at
Her Majesty’s Prison Holloway).?’

Of the 563 whose household position was recorded, 160 were listed as ‘head’ (26 of
whom were female), 161 as ‘wife’ and 108 as ‘son’ or ‘daughter’ (including in-laws), while a
further 23 were related in some other way. Of the rest, 57 were servants, 22 were boarders
or lodgers, while the others included patients, nurses and attendants, apprentices and
officers, prisoner, housekeeper and a ‘mate’.

There were just nine couples where both husband and wife were born in Bidford. The
Dyde brothers, Henry, a mill feeder and Joseph a carter, had moved with their wives to
Kings Winford and Webheath respectively.?® Jesse and Emily Houghton had moved just a
couple of miles along the Evesham Road to keep the Bell Inn at Salford Priors, while the
Finches and the Spraggs had moved, with one son each, to Birmingham.?’ Thomas
Freeman had been the engine driver of a steam pump in 1861. However, not much more
than a year later he and his wife Elizabeth had moved to Camberwell, where at least three
sons were born and where, by 1891, he appeared as a malt and hop merchant, an apparent
rise up the social and economic scale.’

A much more common situation was that of a Bidford-born man or woman moving to
an area where his or her spouse was born (or elsewhere). In the woman’s case particulatly,
this involved moving with Bidford-born children. Older or younger children may have been
born elsewhere, illustrating the extent and frequency of mobility at different stages in their
life cycle. Numerous women moved to the birthplaces of their husbands and stayed there
to bring up a family. Two of these were long-distance movers to the north-east of England:
Mary Elstob to Houghton-le-Spring and Dinah Peacock to Middlesbrough.’! Other
women who moved long distances went to Lowestoft, Hull, London and Portsmouth.

One-year-old Beatrice Sandell had moved to Charles (near Plymouth), almost 180 miles
from Bidford, though this represented a major step back towards her mother’s birthplace
of St Austell.** Hannah Holt (aged nine) had moved to Oldham.?® Her birth in 1882 had
coincided with her father’s relatively short tenure as Head of the Junior School in Bidford.**
Mary Hughes also moved to Devon. In 1871 she lived at home, but some time after that,
she had given up her work as a dressmaker to become a nun at St Augustine’s Priory at
Wolborough near Newton Abbot.?

The most distant travellers among the men reached Keswick, Folkestone and Skipton.
In 1851, aged 12, Richard Russell appeared to be following in his father’s footsteps as an

27 Thomas Ashwin, referred to below, RG12/150/127 /6.

28 RG12/2308/117/6; RG12/2348/123/10.

29 RG12/2483/47/4. Jesse had been a stonemason and had spent some time much further afield, being in
Egham in 1881; RG12/2416,/94/15; RG12/2376,/77/43.

30 RG 9/2236/34/18; RG12/477/105/36.

31 RG12/4113/46/14; RG12/4015/54/9.

32 RG12/1725/25/43.

33 RG12/3313/144/19.

34 RG11/3109/9/9.

35 RG10/3213/33/14; RG12/1701/105/13.
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agricultural labourer, but by 1871 he had moved to Barrow-in-Furness. He was still doing
labouring work, but ten years later, still in Barrow, he had become a crockery dealer. By
1885 he had upgraded his employment description to china dealer and moved to Keswick,
where he remained until the end of the century.®® Like his contemporary Richard Russell,
of the same age, Charles Tanner appeared to be following in his father’s footsteps as an
agricultural labourer. However, his escape was in the opposite direction. By 1861 he had left
his widowed father at home in Bidford with his four sisters and become Private Chatles
Tanner stationed in Farnborough. After an extensive army career he returned to his former
occupation, but in his wife’s home town of Folkestone.?’

Herbert Wilkes married a woman from Horton-in-Ribblesdale and by 1880 had moved
to Skipton where he became a postman.’® George Knight was a railway stationmaster and
postmaster living with his Stockport-born wife just outside Skipton.?* Another railwayman
whose employment led to several changes of residence was William Sherwood. He was
born in Bidford in 1845, but during the 1850s the family moved to Harvington, a couple of
parishes away. In common with many others, William joined his father as an agricultural
labourer, but by 1871 he had left the land. He had spent some time in Evesham, where his
eldest son was born, but by the time of the census he had become a railway porter in
Hartlebury, about 25 miles north-west of Bidford. During the 1870s he moved first to
Droitwich and then in the opposite direction, to be stationmaster at Ascott-under-
Wychwood, where he was living in 1879 when his first wife (Mary) died, leaving him with
three children under twelve.*’ The following year he remarried and the 1881 census found
him still at Ascott, with his new wife and family. His final recorded move was to Chelmarsh
in Shropshire, where he remained as stationmaster for the rest of the century. William’s
railway career illustrates the itinerant life of a railway worker, especially in the early years of
his career.*!

The Ashwins appear to have been a socially mobile family whose upward movement
involved leaving Bidford. In the 1840s they migrated seven miles into Stratford-on-Avon,
and for Manley that represented the terminus, for his business life for more half a century
revolved around that town.*? His two brothers, however, illustrated Ravenstein’s argument
that migration occurs by steps. Thomas spent some time practising as a solicitor in
Stratford before moving to London (with younger brother Stephen as an articled clerk).*?

Not everyone made a clean break with Bidford. Ebenezer Trenfield was born in 1871,
the son of postmaster John Trenfield. In 1891, aged 19 years, he was living in Rowley Regis

36 HO107/2075/614/27; RG10,/4244,/133/51; RG12/4300,/58 /48; RG13,/4878/59/14.

37 HO107/2075/616/30; RG 9/435/109/7; RG10/786,/92/17, RG11,/1008,/102/56; RG12,/749,/17/28.

38 RG12/3503/14/21.

39 RG12/3498/27/18.

40  FreeBMD. England & Wiales, Civil Registration Death Index, 1837-1915 [database on-line].

41 HO107/2075/577/3; RG 9/2101/60/5; RG10/3068/63/2; RG11/1518/105/12; RG12,/2093/56,/12;
RG13/2517/55/13.

42 HO107/2074/265/23; RG9,/2230/29/13; RG11/3103/32/12; RG12/2477/132/7.

43 RG 9/184/97/5; RG10/51/57/55; RG11,/22/82/1.
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and working as a draper’s assistant. However, ten years later, working as a commercial
traveller, he had returned to Bidford, to live with his widowed father.** Thomas Houghton,
yet another to follow in his father’s footsteps, this time as a stonemason, had moved to
Redditch by 1871, where he was living with his wife and two young children in the home of
his widowed mother-in-law. During the 1870s he moved to Chadwick End, about 14 miles
east of Redditch, but by 1880 he was living in London, where his fourth son was born. By
1881 the family had returned to Bidford where they remained through the next decade,
increasing by at least four daughters, and where they still lived at the end of the century.*
At first sight, there appears to be some difficulty in accepting the widely held view that
the bulk of migrants were from the young, economically active group. The average age of
this sample was 306 years and this includes 78 children. More than a quarter were aged 50
years and older and no fewer than 33 were aged over 70 years. However, this last group
included four inmates of the workhouse, and a further five who were living with younger
relatives.*® Furthermore, the census entries for these septuagenarians and octogenarians
reveal that they had often moved from Bidford many years previously. Rebecca Davis (aged
84) for example, had three daughters living with her, all born in Redditch, the eldest having
been born 60 years earlier, while a further six had children aged 40 and over, indicating
moves prior to 1851, when these would have all been in their twenties and thirties.*” Similar
instances can also be found among people aged 50-69 years (such as the previously
mentioned Thomas Freeman, who moved to Camberwell before his 27th birthday).

Conclusion

Attempting to explain the simultaneous migration into and out of Bidford generates a
paradox. Social factors, such as joining a spouse or other family, are equally valid in both
directions, while at the economic level, movement from Bidford into towns and cities is
typical of rural-urban migration in many other places. However, with inter-rural movement,
it would appear that economic push and pull factors were operating in both directions at
once. Push factors in Bidford encouraged agricultural labourers to seek employment in
other farming villages, whose pull factors attracted them. But the same conditions in
Bidford attracted migrants from the same villages to which Bidfordians had moved. This
suggests that for such short movements, other factors weighed more heavily than the

economic ones.

44 RG12/2280/13/19; RG13/2944/123/14.

45  RG 9/2236/18/29; RG10/3075/190/41; RG11,/3109/33/8; RG12/2483,/23/3; RG13 /2944 /124 /16.

46 For example David Wilkes (aged 77 years) had been a stonemason in Bidford for at least 40 years,
HO107,/2046/314/12; RG 9/2236/31/11; RG10/3207/88/9; RG11/3109/36/14; but at some point
after 1881, possibly after the death of his wife in September 1886 (Warwickshire Anglican Registers; Roll:
ENGL 09000 13; Document Reference: DR 602/14 in www.ancestry.com, Warwickshire, England,
Church of England Burials, 1813—1910 [database on-line]), he had moved to live with his daughter and her
family in the adjoining parish of Salford Priors (RG12/2483/59/5).

47 HO107,/2047/762/3; RG 9/2119/10/13; RG10/3077/5/3; RG11,/2945/6/5; RG12/2349/4/1.
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