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POPULATION RETURNS FOR BUCKINGHAMSHIRE, 1676. 
IN the collection of MSS. at the Salt Museum at Stafford is preserved a bulky volume, formerly in the possession of H.R.H. the late Duke of Sussex, and containing the returns of a religious census taken by order of Archbishop Sheldon in 1676. 'l'hese returns give for each parish the number of Conformists, "Papists," and Non conformists respectively, above the age of sixteen. In a similar census taken in the reign of W illiam III. the number of those above the age named was doubled in order to get at the entire population ; and this computation is, I believe, regarded as approximately correct. Applying it to Buckinghamshire, we find that in ] 676 the population of Bucks (excluding a few parishes omitted in the return) was 68,618, of whom 364 only were Romanists, and 3862 were Nonconformists. The latter gives a proportion of 1 in 18, while for the whole diocese of Lincoln the proportion was 1 in 21, and for Bedfordshire it was as high as 1 in 12. In the original MS. the parishes are scarcely arranged on any perceptible method. In the following liRt I have given them in alphabetical order to facilitate reference, and have added in each case the approximate population of each parish on the basis of the estimate jwlt now mentioned. 'L'be letters C, P, and N denote the number of Conformists, Papists, and Nonconformists respectively. In some cases I have compared with these figures those given in the Browne Willis M::-;S. in the Bodleian Library. But these latter suffer under several disadvantages. They are largely given in round numbers, and sometimes by families; and they do not appear all to refer to the same date, though I believe they may mostly be referred to 1712-1714. Nor have I examined the whole of his very voluminous memoranda. We generally calculate five to a family in such cases; but I have assumed six as likely to be nearer the mark for rural districts early in the last century. 
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Browne Willis also divides the inhabitants of each parish according to their religious profession, following the "odd arithmetic" for which the King of Brobdingnag laughed at Captain Lemuel Gulliver; and his notes on this point have preserved some curious facts, to which I may perhaps refer in a future paper. 

TABLE OF PARISHES. 
ADDINGTO}l.-0, 68; N, 3; estimated total, 142. ADSTOCK.-No return. "AKLEY" (AKELEY).-0, 104: estimated total, 208. AMERSHA:Ir.-0, 646 ; N, 215 ; estimated total, 1724. Willis, 2000. "ASIIINGTON '' (ASIUJNDO}l).-0, 80; t>Stimated total, 160. Willis, " 29 families," say 17 4. ASTON ABBOTS.-No return. AsTO}l OLY}!TON.-0, 290; estimated total, 580. Willis, "100 families," say 600. ASTON SANFORD.-0, 41; estimated total, 82. AsTWOOD.-0, 80 ; N, 4; estimated total, 168. Willis, 165. "ALISBVRY'' (AYLESBURY;.-0, 887; N, 45; estimated total, 18G4. I 'tm inclined to think there must be some error here. Willis says, 4000. Perhaps the first number given should be 1887, which would give an estimated total of 3864. BARTON HARTSHORN.-~o return. "Willis says, "20 families,'' say 120. BEACHAMPTON.-0, 98; N, 3; estimated total, 202. "BECKONSFIELD."-0, G37; N, 12; estimated total, 1298. "Willis, [)50! EIDDLESDBN.-No return. '' BmTON cu~1 STOKE M:ANDIL."-0, 380; P, 4; N, 24; estimated total for two parishes, 816. Willis gives that of Bierton as 494, and that of Stoke as 200; total, 694. BLEDLOW.-No return. Willis gives G~O as the population. ELETCHLEY.-0. 453; N, 27; estimated total, 9G0. BORSTALL.-0, 77; estimated total, 154. "BRANDINGHAM '' (BRADENHAM).-0, 76; N, 9 j estimated total, 170. BRADWELL.-0, lOG; estimated total, 212. Willis, 150. "BowBHICKHILL."-0, 175; N, 13; estimated total, 376. ·willis, 300. GREAT BrucKIIILL.-0, 233; N, 7; estimated total, 480. Willis, "400 to 500." LITTLE BRICKHILL.-0, 148; N, 7; estimated total, 310. "Willis says, '· 70 families," say 420. "BmrLL'' (BRILL).-0, 340; estimated total, 680. BROUGHTON.-0, 81; N, 2; estimated total, 166. Bt:JCKINGIIA}!.-0, 1377; P, 9; ~' 17; estimated total 2806. Willis says, 2800. BUCKLAND.-No return. "Willis, 196. 
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BuRNHAM.-0, 436 ; N, 4; estimated total, 880. Willis puts it as. high as 200 families. OALVERTON.-0, 249; N, 8; estimated total, 514. Willis, 250. "OAS'rLE THoRPP."-0, 140; N, 2; estimated total, 284. "ORAL FORD" (OHALFON'r) ST. GILES.-0, 140; N, 78; estimated total, 436. The large proportion of Dissenters in this always intensely Puritan parish is very noticeable. Willis says, "100· families.'' OHALFOXT ST. PETER.-No return. Willis, 480. "0HELSLEY" (OHEARSLEY).-0, 100; estimated total, 200. OHEDDINGTON.-0, 72; N, 10; estimated total, 166. Willis says,. "32 families," say 192. "OHENis."-0, 121; N, 11; estimated total, 264. Willis, 173. OHESHAM.-1 find 110 return of this large parish. Wi!Hs gives 3000. OHESHAM BoYs.-0, 49; N, 3; estimated total, 104. Willis says, "13 families," say 78. CHETWODE.-No return. Willis, "15 families," say 90. "Orcm,EY" (OHICHELEY).-0, 101; N, 2; estimated total, 206. CHILTON.-0, 138; N, 1; estimated total, 278. Willis, 230. "0HOLDSBYRY '' (CHOLESBURY).-0, 34 j N, 11 j estimated total, 90 B. Willis gives it as only 20 ! 0LAYDON, EAST AND "BOTTLE" (BOTOLPH).-0, 205; N, 2; esti-mated total, 414. CLAYDON, M!DDLE.-0, 148; N, 1; estimated total, 298. 0LAYDON, STEEPLE.-No return. Willis, 200. OLIFTON REYNs.-0, 120; N, 2; estimated total, 244. Willis, 200. OoJ,D BRAPIEJ,D -No return. OoLNBROOK.-The returns for this town are no doubt included under Horton and Langley. Willis gives the population of Oolnbrook as "140 families,'' say 840. ORAWLEY, NORTH.-0, 359; N, 42; estimated total, 802. Willis, 750. 0RESLOW.-No return. OUBLINGTON (called "TUBLINGTON'') -0, 113; N, 5; estimated total, 236. OUDDINGTON.-0, 159 ; N, 22 ; estimated total, 362. Willis, "60' families," say 360. DATCHE'r.-No return. DENHAM.-0, 301; N, 4; estimated total, 610. Willis, 500. DINTON.-No return. Willis, 600. DORNEY.-0, 83; P, 2; N, 6; estimated total, 182. Willis only gives 90. . DORTON.-0, 19; estimated total, 38. Willis, "11 families.'' DRAYTON "BECHAM.''-0, 83; N, 12; estimated total, 190. Willis,. 80. DRAYTON PARSLOW.-0, 144; P, 4; N, 10; estimated total, 316. Willis, 150. DUNTON.-0, 52; estimated total, 104. Willis, 84. EDLESBOROUGH.-0, 275; N, 42; estimated total, 634. Willis, 800. "EDGCOAT."-0, 71; N, 3; estimated total, 148. "EI,SBOROUGH.''-0, 163; N, 7; estimated total, 340. Willis, 270. EMBERToN.-C, 253; N, 2; estimated total, 510. Willis, 400. 
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ETON.-No return. FARNHAM ROYAL.-0, 159; P, 1; N, 24; estimated total, 368. Willis, 26!) "FAWLET'' (FAWLEY).-0, 52; N, 5; estimated total, 114. FENNY STRATI<'ORD.-0, 29; estimated total, 58. FrNGEST.-0, 127; P, 1; estimated total, 25G. FoscoTT.-0, 38; estimated total, 76. FULMER.-No return. Willis, "30 families," say 180. "GOTHURST '' (GAYHURST).-0, 41; P, 24; estimated total, 65. The number of Catholics points to the influence of the Digby family. GRANDBOROUGH.-No return. GRENDON UNDERWOOD.-0, 182; estimated total, 3G4. "Willis, 2C0. GROVE.-0, 13; N, 2; estimaterl total, 30. HADDENHA!II (called "NADDENIIA)I").-0, 410; N, 51; estimated total, 922. Willis gives it as 500. HALT0::-1.-No return. HA?.IBLEDEN (called '' HA)IBLETO'I '').-0, 3\)4; N. 5; estimated total, 798. 'Willis says, "127 families,'' say 7G2. HAMPDEN, GREAT.-0, 118; N, 2; estimated total, 240. HAMPDE::-1, LITTLE.-No return. HANSLOPE.-U, 654; N, 2; estimated total, 1312. Willis, 1800. HARDi>mAn.-C, 60; estimated total, 120. Willis, 70. HAJUJWICKIC .-0, 240; N, 6; estimated total, 4~l2. 'Willis, 400. HAHTWELL.-0, 100; estimated total, 200. Willis, 60. HAVERSIIAM.-0, 150; estimated total, 300. Willis, 150. "HARIDG '' (HAWRTDGE).-0, G1; N, 8; estimated total, 138. HrcDGERLEY -C, 38; N, 4; estimated total, 84. Willis, 70. HEDSOH.-0, 61; N, 9; estimated total, 140. HrLLEsDEN.-0, 125; N, 2; estimated total, 254. Willis, 200. HrrCHAM.-0, 51; N, 4; estimated total, 110. Willis, 40. HOGGEST0::-!.-0, 82; P, 3; estimated total, 170. HoGSHAW.-No return. HORSENVON.-No return. HORTON.-0, 2GO; N, 38; !"Stimated total, 59ti. But Willis gives it at 180! I am inclined to think, however, from the words he uses, that he refers only to the part out~ide of the town of Oolnbrook. HoRwooD, GHEAT.-0, 327; N, 6; estimated total, 666. Horrwoon LJTTLE.-No return. "HITCHENDON '' (HuGm1NDgx).-C, 172; P, 4; N, 17; estimated total, 386. Willis puts it as high as 500. HuLCOT.-0, 72; estimated total, 144. Willis, 93. lBSTONE.-No return. lcKFOlW.-0, 105; P, 2; estimated total, 214. Willis, 115. !LMER.-0, 28; N, 5; estimated total, 66. Ivrm.-0, 460; N, 9; estimated total, 938. Willis, 700. lvrNGHog.-No return. Willis, 840. KrMBLE MAGNA.-0, 135; N, 8; estimated total, 286. Willi~, 206. Kll\IBLE P ARVA.-0, 66; estimated total, 132. Willis, 80. KrNGSEY.-0, 66; estimated total, 132. 
"LANGL~;y MASH."-0, 285; N, 15; estimated total, 600. Willis. mys, "100 familie~,'' say GOO. 
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LATHBURY.-0, 82; N, I; e&timated total, 166. Willis, 100. LAVENDON.-0, 405; N, 8; estimated total, 826. Willis, 522. I.<EE.-0, 71; N, 6; estimated tu tal, 154. "'Willis says, "24 families," which gives 144. LILLINGSTON "DARRILL '' (DAYRELL).-0, 50; N, 6; estimated total, 112. Lillingston Lovell was in Oxfordshire at this date. "LICKIIAMSTEAD.''-0, 173; N, 3; estimated total, 352. Willis, 200. LINF<>Im :M:AGNA.-0, 111; N, 13; estimated total, 248. Willis, 193. LITTI,E LINFORD.-No return. LINSLADE.-0, GO; estimated total, 120. "LoNGCRENDON."-0, 238; N, 96; estimated total, 668. LouoHTON .-0, llG; N, 1; estimated total, 234. Willis, 220. LUDGARSHALL.-0, 210; N, 3; estimated total, 416. MAYDS .M.oRTON.-0, 143; estimated total, 286. Willis, 12G only. MARLOW, GnEAT.-0, 1137; P, 10; N, 50; estimated total, 2394. MARLOW, LITTLE.-0, 250; N, 7; estimated total, 514. J\IAHSIIGIIlBON.-C, 238; N, 2; estimated total, 480. Willis, 300. MARSTON, FLEET.-0, 18; estimated tc>tal, 36. l\IAHSTON, Nowm.-0, 215; N, 1(); estimated total, 462. Willis, 350. MARSWORTII.-C, 125; estimated total, 250. Willis, 140. MEIHIENIL\11.-C. 132; N, 2; estimated total, 268. MENTMORE.--0, 128; estimaterl total, 256. Willis, 220. lVIIJ/l'ON KEYNES.-0, 8:3: N, 1; estimated total, 168. MrsSDIDEN, GHEAT.-0, 376; P, 7; N, 25; estimated total, 816. \Villis estimates it as 1000, apparently a rough guess. MrssrNDEN, LITTLE.-C, 150; N, 2; estimated total, 304. Willis, 260. MONKS RISBOROUGII.-No return. (A peculiar of Canterbury). MOULSOE.-C. 134; N, :32; estimated total, 332. MunsLEY.-0, 120; P, 24; N, 10; estimated total, 308. Willis says 258. NASH.-0, 130; N, 2; estimated total, 2G4. NEWPORT PAGXELL.-0, ~l05; P, 1; N, 126; estimated total, 2064. Willis has 3000, another rough guess. NEWT0:'-1 BLossmJYILLE.-0, 92; N, 4; estimated total, 192. Willis, 229. NEWTON "LO:'IVIL."-0, 190; N, 3; estimated total, 386. Willis says, "80 families," say 480. 0AKLEY -C, 159; N, 7; estimated total, 332. "OuLXEY cmr ·WARINGTON.''-0, 832; N, 137; estimated total, 1938. Willis, 2000. OVING.-0. 100; N, 10: estimated total, 220. Willis, 150. PADBURY.-0, 1G4: N, 2; estimated total, 332. Willis, 150. "PEN.''-C, 310; N, 20; estimated total, 6GO. Willis, 480. "PrrCHCOAT.''-0. 21; estimated total, 42. PrrLESTHORXE.-0, 140; estimated total, 280. Willis, 220. '' PIDSTOKE" (a n~me I do not recognise).-0, 111; estimated total, 222. PrmsTO:'! Brsswr.-0, 129; estimated total, 258. PRIN('E'S RISBOHOUGH.--C, 646; N, ;33; estimated total, 1368. Willis gives 1200. QuAINTO:-.' .-C, 322; N, 14; estimated total, G72. Willis, 450. 
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'QUARRENDON .. -No return. RADCLIFFE.-0, 128; estimated total, 256. Willis, 120. RADNAGE.-0, 109; P, 1; N, 14; estimated total, 224. RAVEN.,TONE.-No return. Willis, 200. SANDERTON.-0, 85; P, 2; N, 2; estimated total, 178. SHABBI:<T0:"\.-0, 62; N, 1; estimated total, 126. "SHAUJ.STONE."-0, 65; N, 3; estimated total, 136. SHENLEY.-No return. Willis, 250. 
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SHERRINGTON.-0, 200; N, 30; estimated total, 460. 'Willis says, "120 families,'' say 720. 
SLAPT0:>~.-0, 87; N, 2; estimated total, 178. W1llis gives only 36. SoULBURY.-0, 214; P, 2: N, 20; esi·imated total, 472. Willis, 440. STANTONBURY.-0, 12; estimated total, 24. Willis, 20. STEWKLEY.--0, 281; N, 47; estimated total, 656. Willis, 510. "STOKEGOLDINGTON.''-0, 200; P, 1; estimated total, 402. vVillis, 317. STOKE HAMOND.-0, 421; N, 10; estimated total, 862. But Willis says, "40 families.'' STOKE MANDEVILLE.-See Bierton. "STOKE POSES" (STOKE POGES).-0, 280; N, 4; estimated total. 568. STONE.-0, 161; N, 1; estimated total, 322. 'STow.-0, 108; N, 4; estimated total, 224. Willis, 180. STONY STRATFORD (" West Side,'' Parish of t:>t. Giles ).--0, 329; N, 31; estimated total, 720. STONY STRATFORD ("East Side," Parish of St. Mary Magdalene ).-0, 246; N, 10; estimated total, 512, making a total for the town of 1232. Willis gives it as 1200. SWANBUR:"\E.-0, 220; N, 18; estimated total, 476. Willis, 350. SYMPSON.-0, 52; N, 12; estimated total, 128. Willis puts this parish as high as 320. TAPLOW.-0, 144; P, 5; estimated total, 298. "TOTTENHOE '' (TA'l"l'ENHm;).-0, 11: estimated total, 22. THORNBOROUGH.-C, 240; estimated total, 480. THORNTON.-0, 57; N, 1; estimated total, 116. TOWERSEY.-No return. "TURFIELD" (TURVILLE).-C, 159; P, 1; N, 14; estimated total, 348. Willis, 200. TURWESTON.-0, 93; N, 3; estimated total, 192. 
'Tr~G EWICK.-0, 202; N, 34; estimated total, 4 72. Willis gives it at 400. TWYFORD.--0, 188; N, 2; estimated total, 380. TYRRINGHAM.-C, 58; estimated total, 116. vVillis, 100. UPTON.-0, 133; N, 3; estimated total, 272. "W ADSDo~. "-0, 389; N, 8; estimated total, 77 4. 
WALT0~.-0, 55; estimated total, 110. WATER tlTRATFORD.-0, 63; estimated total, 126. Willis, 103. W A n~NDON .-0, 226; N, 18; estimated total, 488~ Willis, 370. WENDOVER.-No return. VO.'i!lis, 1000. ·"WEST Burw."-0, 116: N, 1; estimated total, 234. 'WESTON TuRVIL.-0, 200; N, 1 1 ; estimated total, 422. Willis, 430. WESTON (UNDERWOOD).-U, 52; P, 67; N, 7; estimated total, 252. Willis, 240. The very high number of Catholics here points to 11 
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the influence of the Throckmorton family; but the "Papists" in Willis's time had fallen to forty. "WRAXHAM" (WEXHAM).-0, 54; estimated total, 108. WHADDON.-0, 204; N, 2; estimated total, 412. Willis, 500. WHITCHURCH.-No return. WILLEN.-0, 39; estimrrted total, 78. WINCHENDON (given without distinction of UPPER and LowEn).-0, 73; P, 2; N, 3; e£timated total, 156. "WIG" (WrNG).-0, 250; P, 2; N, 18; estimated total, 540. Willis, 668. WING HA VE.-0, 211; N, 42; estimated total, 506. Willis, 630. vVINSLOW.-No return. This parish, with those of Aston Abbots,. Grandborough, and Little Hnrwood, would be omitted as belonging to the diocese of London. WoLSTON, GREAT.-0, 88; N, 2; estimruted total, 180. WOLSTON PARVA.-0, 60; estimated total, 1:20. WoLVERTON.-0, 80: P, 3; N, 3; eRtimated total, 172. Willis, 160. WooBUllN.-0, 200; N, 12; estimated total, 424. "WORNAL '' (WORMINGHALL).-0, 126; N, 2; estimated total, 256. WoTTON UNDERWOOD.-0, 129; N, 2; estimated total, 262. Willis,. 270. "WOOSTON ,. (WOUGHTON ?).-0, 106;. es·timated total, 212. WRASBURY.-0, 130; N, 1; estimated total, 262. \VYCOMBE, 0HEl'PIXG.-I was surprised to find no return for this. important town, and cannot account for the omission, nor for that of Ohesham and Wendover. Willis gives the population. of Wycombe at "300 families," say 1800. WYCOMBE, WEST.-No return. Willis, 1000. 
In addition to these parishes, that of Caversfield, then included in Bucks, but now belonging to Oxfordshire, isincluded, with the return, "Conformists, 4S," giving an estimated total of 86. The very noticeable discrepancy between the returns of 167ti, and those given by Willis nearly half a century later, is not easy to account for. As he generally gives a smaller number for the country villages, and a larg-er one for the towns, we might be tempted to suppose that the· "agricultural exodus" was not unknown in his day; but I doubt if this is the explanation. 'l'he 1676 returns, as being official estimates, are surely more l,o be relied on than Willis's calculations; but the question may fairly be raised whether the basis of calculation I have followed in estimating 'the population does not give too high a number. Perhaps some statistical expert may be able to· throw light on this question. In any case, the Stafford figures are not without an interest of their own. 

W. H. SuMMERS. 


