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'witchcraft prosecutions in 
a sociological analysis.* by . ^»<J '..»u>ct'arl'-uiG.

The purpose of this thesis is to consider the 

connections be : wo an witchcraft prosecutions &n<" other 

socinl phenomena. A single count/ and a United period 

of tine have been chosen so t tat u study in de^t-i can be 

made. t/.h'oter.tein'n .ilistory of witchcraft in %v::land 

133B-171t3 ( 'Hshin^ton, 1)11; had already surveyed -mu 

witcJ icraft beliefs at a general level and the various 

works by ^.^. Jwen, particularly his "itch. u^rbin^

trials (1929)» had shown that there was still a consid­ 

erable ojiomit of le^r.il Material relating to the prosecution 

of witches in the archived. -wen's abstracts from «-c 

indict; iei.it s ou[^e.:..ted that ^;jriex wo aid be a suitable

j county for intaiiflive stud;/ since it produced an over-

raint; proportion of :is v/ltchcnd't cases. i'he first

part of tlie thesis is therefore ^m oxtej.sioji of the vjork 

of oiwej.:- and uotestei;u It dioc-^ses tUo various uuurcey 

which nay bo used to a^alyco witchci-.tft beliefs. he 

cases i/hic, result froi/t the investigation of t)ie»e sources 

are presented in an appendix of prosecutions.

Amontf tho problens which lie behind t'l ».e dJ.ccu.'jsion 

of sources f r tho study of -;;aex witchcraft oliefs are 

tho following. ^v; accurate and coir lete ic tvio vrorV ,>f

jow distorted a picture of witchcraft beliefs
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would we receive if we merely used literar evidence * 

To what extent do cnset3 overlap between various courts? 

Is it fair to say that the witchcraft prosecutions 

which reached the courts were only a small proportion 

of the current suspicions? HOT; were witchcraft cases 

treated in the secular and ecclesiastical courts? Can 

court records be used as the basis for a statistical 

discussion of witchcraft accusationsV A'he records of 

the ^soize courts and the pamp-let and literary sources 

had already been used by Ilotestein or x#/en» *he major 

part O-L the new riaterial for this thesis was found in 

the ecclesiastical court .records, which a7 e very volum­ 

inous for j&ssex at this period. New cases were also 

found in quarter -ossions, torouftii, and Central court 

records, ^'he cases, approxi:-laboly a thousand of then in 

all, are then analysed in three ways. * series of naps 

show the villages where accusations tool; place in 

particular years, in ten-year periods and ^oriiitj tho 

whole period. It is shown that accusations started in 

central ifosex and spread outwards and that the central- 

northern region w-i is the area of densest prosecution. 

A series of ^rapno s^ow when accusations occurred and 

the proportion of the accused who were punished. x he.y 

establish that the 1^80's and 1590's witnessed the 

highest nunber of indictments for uitchcraft. 'iually
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the importance of witchcraft cases as compared to 

other types °f °£ ence is assessed. It is shovm that 

they constituted one or the most frequent eiM/ies in 

Essex at this time; for instance, some thirteen per 

cent of all the indictments at the -^nox **-ssizes over 

a ten-year period were for this offence. Comparison 

of the indictments and pamphlet depositions further 

indicates that surviving accusations represent only a 

small proportion of the actual suspicions circulating 

in villages.

The thesis is titled a 'sociological analysis' 

because it is an explicit attempt to apply the nethods 

developed by social anthropologists in t eir study of 

contemporary witchcract in Africa to the -^usex evidence. 

Since the publication of i'rofeasor ii.^.kvans-iritcliard's 

Witchcraft t oracles and _**a£iic anory; the Azande(0xford»1937) 

anthropologists have analyzed witchcraft accusations as 

one form of social relationship. xhey have attempted 

to link i/itchcraft beliefs to other b liefs about the 

origin of evil and suffering, and to relate specific 

suspicions to tensions between groups or individuals. 

Not all the conclusions of Afric-sniste have been adopted, 

but the problems set by anthropologists have been pursued. 

It is not too much to say that the second half of this 

thesis would havo been totaly iiapor.aible without their 

lead. j-'he material for the study of witchcraft 1- no
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occupational level of the accused and their supxjoeed 

victims. -?roiu these figures it appears that 'witches' 

were usually from a slightly lower social lovol than 

their accusers, but evidence is L;iven to s low that they 

were not necessarily the poorest in tho village. 

Comparison of the distribution of prosecutions throughout 

the count// with the areas of enclosure, the typess of 

inheritance system, the density of population, and the 

yearly fluctuation of harvest prices Ghows a possible 

correlation with the first two factors oxily. ±n. the 

following chapter the personality of the accused, the 

marital position of the suspected, and the proportion of 

men and women as accused and accusers are investigated. 

It is shown that it was personality :.>oro than looita that 

determined who was sunpectod and that, altnou^ii 'witches 1 

were usually women, it was quite possible for men to bo 

accused of thic offence. 'I'here does not seei^i to have 

been any marked sexual element illicit in the majority 

of the accusations. I'he suspects were often widows, but 

women who were still married wore also tried. It seems 

that witchcraft was seldom suspected unlc;;., the suspect 

was roughly forty years old or more.

Another cuapter of social analysis shows that there 

is little evidence that witchcraft accusations occurred 

between kin. -uoth in theory and in accusations, however,
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witchcraft power 3 eras to have been believed to have 

been inherited, -uch more important in witchcraft 

tensions was the link between neighbours. itchcraft 

accusations nearly always occurred within the village. 

The motives of witches were nearly always the same: 

the anger caused by the refusal of neighbourly obligations 

by their subsequent victim. Whenever really detailed 

evidence is required it is drawn from a microscopic 

study of three sample Kssex villages,    'he nethodolo^y 

developed by the new schools of ^i^lish local history 

is wedded to uhe problems of anthropologists.

Two final chapters of analysis discuss the 

relationship between witchcraft prosecutions, e iicine, 

and religion. ./e find that it was uost often lingering 

illness or deatJi that was blamed on v/itches. Ii'ifant 

mortality seems hardly ever to have been ascribed to 

their power. Nor do the recorded symptoms suggest that 

it was only particular illnesses, for instance epilepsy 

or 'plague 1 , that were explained in terras of witchcraft. 

In fact a very wide variety of symptoms were diagnosed 

as caused by witches. It is argued that it was the 

social situation ithiri which, the illness occurred tKit 

determined the type of explanation selected, for instance 

whether a sick person had previously offended one of his 

neighbours. 'ho distribution of prosecutions shows no
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obvious connection with .l-urltan centres, nor with toman 

Catholic strongholds. iJor does the analysis of the 

three sample villages show any correlation between 

church attendance, changes of vicar, and witchcraft 

accusations.

The hypothesis suggested to explain witchcraft beliefs 

in .*ssex is then outlined, very simply, it i arp;ued 

that witchcraft accusations occurred, when a traditional 

ethic of neighbourly charity was being undermined. 

Villagers still felt the power of earlier sanctions 

toward neighbourly assistance and expected their village 

acquaintances to reciprocate any uncharitable behaviour 

on their part. By tho mechanism of witchcraft boliefs, 

however, the b'uilt for the breach of close bonds and 

traditional duties was removed from the original offender 

and placed on th^ person who had precipitated the 

situation of conflict by his or her presence and demands. 

Viewed in this way, witchcraft accusations are seen as 

a possible neons by which values may be changed in a 

tradition-bound.,society while, on the surface, communal 

ideals a.vpear to be maintained, "-causations ore regarded 

as one of the possible concomitants of social change and 

are therefore related to other piienohiena such as a 

chancing; attitude to uovert v or the* old. x*he effects 

of witchcraft accusations s^em far r^ore radical v;hen seen 

in a historical context than In tiie contemporary
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anthropological accounts, where t'neir conservative 

effects are usually r.t reined.

' ^he final chapter, which briefly sets the -^ssex 

cases in their ^^liah context, su^ests a number of 

areas where further research could be profitably under­ 

taken. Analysis of witchcraft accusations in one or 

two other counties is needed before we can be sure of 

the full significance of the "£ssex findings. *«;e 3<now 

very little about witchcraft in medieval inland. w® 

know hardly anything about all the problems in village 

life that surround and influence witchcraft beliefa: 

the treatment of the old and the poor; the effects of 

population growth and rapid movement between villages 

on [groups of kin and neighbours; the amount of violence 

and tension in everyday life; the ideas of causation 

and reactions to suffering and illness in the village. 

Until these and iaan,y other similar -oro'olers have been 

studied this account of witchcraft prosecution in ^3sex 

will remain in a vacuum. '-?he thesis has concentrated 

on a 'sociological' analysis. tfhis is only one among 

a number of waya of a , reaching the problem of wliy 

people believed in witchcraft. Just as necessary is an 

examination of the philosophical background, the effects 

of changes in ideas of God and the Jevil* 'J-'his has



received rather more attention fron previous historians, 

however, than the analysis of actual people involved in 

trials. An examination of witchcraft trials also has 

its justification in the fact that it takes us into 

many important yet little explored areas of cudcr and 

^tuart life. 4iere is perhaps no nore intimate intro­ 

duction to 'popular mentality 1 than through witchcraft 

pamphlets, even if this mentality is very different from 

what we might expect if we used the more normal sources: 

wills, parish registers, laanorial records. itchcraft 

accusations, like suicides, are anon t-.he r.ost valuable 

indices of social tensions available to the historian, 

llie fact that many of the conclusions of this thesis 

are negative ones and that it ooses more problens than 

it solves does not, it is believed, detract fro-"; its 

value. -'or it is ;.ieant to be not only a contribution 

to the study of witchcraft and of village lire, but 

also a demonstration of the importance of applying anthro­ 

pological insights to historical problems.
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G i.: A-. -Jj-ui J. •

Introduction: definitions » coiirco?-, rr.i^. •'r

i. Definitions.

'£he terriG 'witchcraft 1 , ' 'oreery 1 , and 'magic 1 

are notoriously difficult to define. 4iere is no consensus 

of opinion on their laeaninr: eitLer ai:ong present-day 

historians and anthropologists, or among v/rlters living in 

tx e sixteenth and seventeenth centuries. Various attempted 

dex iii.it ion« anrl the over-all state 0.1 confusion are 

discussed elsewhere." here we merely state quite si^r; >ly 

how various worls vrill be used in tlie following analysis 

while recognising; that t-juch usage does not entirely 

reflect all shades of opinion in either the pa«t or present. 

It has been renarlted that

'No social phononenon can be ade ately studied iiiorol 
in the language and categories of thought in which 
the people arrionj;" whor: it ir found represent it to 
t herns e 1 vc a ' . 2

is has been found to ho especially true in the study 

of the history of -^n^lish witchcraft beliefs.

A'ho T-;ord 'witchcraft 1 has f in fact, been used in two 

ways. Firstly it iias been employed as an uadiff ereutiated 

ten?! t.' cover all the activities which came within the 

scope of the ^iglish witchcraft -tatutea of l^-i-2, 15G3 and 

1(^)4, or the accleGia3t;icMl visitation articles w'i
.1. «^ee Appendix 2

2. G.Lienhardt f Social AnthropolukT/ (2nd eda. , Oxford. 1 966)
P. 123.
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enquired about 'witchcraft, conjuririb ,southsaying, charges '. In 

this broad sense a 'witchcraft prosecution 1 might as easily be 

for looking in a crystal ball to discover where lo^t goods were 

as for supposedly injuring a person by evil and supernatural I 

means. The second use of the r;ord 'witchcraft 1 is ...ore precise. 

It is supernatural activity, believed to be the result of 

power given by so;::e external force (the Devil J and to result 

in physical injur; to the person or object attacked by it. 

There is not necessarily any outward action or words on the 

part of the 'witch'. It is basically an internal power. The 

opposite or this is 'white witchcraft 1 which is tli^ reverse 

both becau.se its ends are beneficial physically, healin^ rather 

than hurting, and becaure it employs outward means, for instance 

gazing into a crystal ball. In this sense, u number of the 

offences punished by the itchcraft Statutes were 'white 

witchcraft 1 . The term 'sorcery 1 is normally used in the following 

pages to mean 'white witchcraft 1 strongly disaproved of by 

authority. For instance, there were many presentments in the 

church courts for V^oiri-. to sorcerers', that is for resorting 

to 'white witches'. The reasoning was that since the power of

white witches did not come from heaven they must clearly have
1 

made a secret compact with >iell. Another meaning for the word

'sorcery 1 is sug ested at the end, but actual Essex cases of 

this kind arc so infrequent that it is seldom employed. This

second meariinc combines the explicit means of 'white witchcraft 1
2

with the :. harmful. erids °r '-^ ack witchcraft*. ____ __________ 
1. "'.ice, for example; s of this ar^Ui^ent , p. 13 below.
2. P. 382 and Figure 1 below. Case 1202 in Appendix 1 is almost, 

the onlj Esse>: case of this kind.
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ii. X)urco3 arid. Problems ,

Until the publication of Wallace I'otestein's

History of ./itchcraft in foialanfl froa 17,30 to 1?18 in———— —————————— — . ______ ———————— , — ————— —— j

1911 , studies of -^VjliGh witchcraft had been bcj.i:ed 

alraost exclusively on two sources ; literary accounts, 

and descriptions of witchcraft trials in contemporary 

paujpalotc;. ^otestein not o,J.y provided a far iaore 

detailed description of the literary controv-?r^.. • and 

of tiiO faiuous trials, but also Liade an attempt to use 

other la-jal records, ^inco ho abtc pted t-j cover the 

v/hole of -a^Iaad for 100 years, he v;as, on tne whole, 

onl , able tu looJ. at car>es .-already in print. -n ie3e 

included v;itc,-iCraft prosocutioiia fro^i a nuL.bor of central 

and loc. 1 cjurta, yet he admitted that 'no history of 

the subject has the ri.jhl; v^ be c lied final 1 until 

someone had been round ^ntfllai* counties and searched 'the 

luaGBec of »gaol delivery records and ;-iu:iicipal archives ' • 

ilis prediction that 'it seoias 'improbable that r>uch a 

search would uncover bo many mills ;ed trials as seriously 

to nod if y the narrative was shown to bo incorrect in 1929

when C.L..^wen published the iione Circuit -nsize court
p indictiaentG for witchcraft." **£ the 790 indict ents he

listed, only a few had been discovered by i^otes^ein. i'his

can be scon frj-: 1 !.•!}•• •"• "~ ^ f ", — "" • '' .j-juroes and for

1. «ote stein, »itc cr^.ft. p.x.
2» ju.wen !• wituoui; -^v/eii's accurate and energetic work in

transcribing witc'icraft c'u.ec, j.cl: of the forthcoming
analysis would have been inpo sible.
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the whole of England, ITote^tein had only been able to 

compile a list of approximately 400 references. In -^ssex, 

for example, this meant that, instead or trie fifteen 

trials listed by -iotostein, in v; .ich there are references 

to about forty individuals, ;en provided sorie ^73 indict­ 

ments, referring to 2/2 persons, lliese indictments usually 

included crucial details such as tho exact nature of t;<e 

offence, and the place of residence of both witCii and 

victim, ineae I.'icta './ore often unobtainable from many 

of Ifotestoin's references. In his second work on the 

subject, ^wen suppl&nonted "'otestein's list by adding 

further c-irsos fron other printed and imprinted legal records.

first object of tills thesis is to extend the 

work of ^weri and -Jotestein 011 the dialect sources for the 

study of witchcraft. Hiey made it clear that ^j adequate 

history of the subject could bo v/rit'ten without a detailed 

analysis of the actual prosecutions, and ^/en provided 

a review of one important and unused source, the Assize 

records. But printed cases in ^wen's works surest ed. 

that material frou at least three other types of court, 

borough, quarter session, and ecclesiastical, needed 

investigation. 'i^ie fix^st part of this they is is 

tiierexore a t-juivey, witliin tho boxitext of uixe county, 

of all fc.he x^ossible di^-ect sources for the study of the 

history of witchcrafl;. Hie jurisdiction and procedure 

1. -wen II.
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of the various courts are analysed so that the actual 

prosecutions can be uore easil. oriaerstood and tue 

relative value of statistics derived from different 

sources con oe eotimuueo.. ^lu-oiieriaore, the accuracy of 

the impression derived fron literary sources is uested.

^lie county of --soex was chosen for several 

reasons. It possesses very ^ood series 01 ail the 

important cv>urt records. -viiile it is one of the five 

counties in Mac land whicli have ^ixteentn century —csiae 

records, it surpasses the other four in this class in 

the earl./ co ̂ uenceuent of ita ^uarter --essions j.iciterial; 

this starts in 151/6 f some thirty-cliree years before that 

of ;.^v of the other four. -».3sex i^as excellent lizabethan 

occleniasuical court records, and adequate l>orou. ;h archivea, 

j?"'urthen/tore, its records are loaiie easily accessible by 

the excoilunfc indexin^ an<^ ocuer facili ••••ieci o . cue local 

--cjcord office. -^lic easy accessibility is especially 

iiuportaiit for tho second part of the thesis, saving 

discovured the naiiec and locations of ^.ssex witc^-es frora 

all soui'cea, an attempt liao bc,-en riiade to relate some of 

o^e people involved i . the ultcLicraft prosecutions to 

ti.eir social background. -Useex is particularly suitable 

for such an attempt because tho naaies and vill-^os of 

more suspected witches and their victims are knoijn for 

this county, largely uec-x'ooo of .wen's research on -



indictments, tbnjp. for any other. .is i-/ell as an intensive 

investigation into the direct records of witchcraft cases, 

an attenot has been made to use the rich resources utilized 

by local historians, for example wills, manorial records, 

parish registers, and subsidy assessments, in or ,.-.er to 

learn, more about the bac 'ground to prosecutions.

A no re extensive use of all the source," for the study 

of witchcraft prosecutions has allowed M now rari;:e of 

uuestions to be asked. Until lep-al records we;?o used, 

only very broad -problems about tlie nature of witchcraft 

beliefs could bo studied, literary accounts are more 

sensational than court cases, an-i earlier historians were 

clenrly horrified, and disrupted by their subject. ^ieir 

ma,jor problo^ was how to explain the flourinhinr of this 

a^"oarently abnnrd. 'mmerstition 1 in the sixteenth and•i 6V

seventeenth- centuries. i'he subject was usually studied on 

the -'iiropenn level mcl correlations between tho degree of 

'persecution 1 n nrl tlie differinp; political, religious, and 

lep;al syoteno were sought. Ofter an attempt was made to 

locate the 'blame 1 for the prosecutions in certain groups, 

for instance trbf> clergy, or the .furitaps, 4" or to see the 

whole episode as an 'epidemic* ayisinr; out of a struggle

1. C'OT e—'j-^^ A "reserved ^ruit]', IL4j:lt c V : ^ ;: '_ .yq Culture
./ oi' the

Rice and Influence of the'pirit of ^tlonalism. in

2. R.^rovor levies, i?'our yenturies_o_f ._».itch i^el.i 
pacsim.
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between progress and reaction, science and religion. 

ftotestein and - r̂en themselves, while modifying such 

theories, accepted the general assumption that witchcraft 

was an illogical 'superstition* which would dio before 

the onset of modern experimental science and better livinc
o

conditions. Although they produced a mass of new 

evidence, they asked few si£;nificantl/ new questions, and 

therefore provided no general explanation of the phenomenon.

i'he most radical attempt to provide a new explanation 

of witchcraft prosecutions was made by hiss iiarpjaret Hurray. 

Her work was based on t've two assumptions that witchcraft 

beliefs can not bo profitably examined in isolation from 

other system of ideas and that they cannot be dismissed

as mere nonsense. i'hese convictions were shared by G*L.
4 Klttrodge whoso wide learning illuminated the subject.

Having: decided that quite reasonable people really did 

fear witches and. that others, without torture, freely 

conferred to this crine, riargaret -oirray took what in many 

ivays was a logical step and argued that there really I'liiat 

Iiave boon witches* •'•'hey were, however, not the evil ____

1. E«g» A.D.white.uiatory of the. Warfare of ^cierxce with
'^ueoloKy (Hew lork" ,li39G) , i , pp . 3^0-C>3 ; H.IU-k>bbins, 

4-jicyclopodia of witchcraft arid jJemonolo^yC 1959 ) » l> . 5 •
2. lM*en I.pp.ll3-l3.i-iotestei.Tu..i itcIici-cift.r->:j.3QO-10.atill

•peaks broadly in tenas of 'superstitions 1 ,yet, on pp. 114-
he makes a preliminary sociological analysis wliich antici­
pates, in certain ways, the approach in thia t'^ais.

3 . 1 1 . A . I •lurray , •'itch-^ult. in ''"OGtern Europe ( Cx^.j.'j21 ) . As
*.'r evor-^s^per receiitly pointed out, however , .ury o f >. urray ' 
theories were anticipated by Jakob ^rirof(H. U.Trevor— K^i/ 

( 9itchos & Witci craft* ,^ncounter t xxviii t Ko.3U''iy 196V;,p 
4. i>.ittred/-'.e. ̂ itclicral't. On pp«37^^^ i^itireu^e states his 

premises.
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creatures described by their persecutors, but a highly 

organized pagan cult, oho a^liod a number of * ir Jar^es 

Grazer's theories to -relish witchcraft, for instance 

the importance of rituals for increasing fertility in 

primitive religion, and thereby constructed a detailed 

pic ure of this 'witch-cult 1 , "'itches, she claimed, net 

regularly at their '->abbats', they forced 'covens 1 of 

thirteen, each of which had a leader dressed in aninal 

guise, 'i'hey feasted, danced, and sang. '^his slie termed 

'ritual 1 witchcraft, '-^hen the Christian inquisitors, in 

their attempt to stamp out pat;anisu, turned this cult 

of pre-Christian gaiety into a deadly onslaught on 

the values of society, ^he leaders o.>: the covens were 

transformed in their hands into the Devil, the innocent 

meetings woro described as orgies, ^he 'witches' were 

believed to have i-iado a secret or open compact with the 

D0ril whereby they exchanged their soul for transitory 

power and pleasure.

iliss Murray's work was immediately critici25ed and 

has continued to be attacked.' i'he major criticisia is 

that by extracting and quoting out of context from the 

whole of European folklore she created a totally false___

1. "mon& the many criticisns are those of G.L.Burr in a review 
article, American I list -ev. xxvii fno.^(r.)22) j pp. 780-3; 
G.L.l^wen.^Qrie ..itcucraft Criticisms: * -lea for the J3lue 
Pencil Cn.-0.31058); ^>.II..'>obbins...-Jicycloj.*e0.ia of Itclicraft and 
tie ioiioloK-y(1939)tl>P»ll^-"117;^»^»^QRe f ^ >azor for a ^ 
(Toronto,1962).
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picture. She mistook what people believed to be happening 

for what actually did happen, though sho showed that 

people thought there v/as a witch-cult, she failed to 

demonstrate that there actually was one. ^er tliesis will 

not be examined directly in the following pages, -here are 

very few descriptions of the phenomena which she discusses 

in iissex witchcraft, for instance, the ^abbat, coven, and 

diabolic compact ore absent, except in the exceptional trials 

of 164-5. 1 -or does more detailed examination of those 

accused of witchcraft in ^ssex lend any support to the 

argument that there really was an imdercround pagan cult. 

Probably t lero were those who ca.ne to believe themselves to 

be witchoD, but there is no evidence that they formed a 

aelf-conscious organisation. This is a negative conclusion 

and impossible to document. Vll that can be ^aid is that 

the j^ssex evidence does not support her conclusions find, 

indeed, makes her picture of the witch-cult seein far too 

sophisticated and articulate for the aociet with which 

we are concerned. Yet her assumptions about the necessity 

to treat accusations as something nore than intolerant 

superstition are subscribed to.

The major development in witchcraft studies in the 

last thirty years has occurred outside the field of -^n^lisb. 

or ^uropean history. Anthropologists ann sociologists, 

enabled to ask new questions by their personal contact with

1, The trial of 164-5 ia described inCh.ll.J;iso 340 f kowever, 
would have delighted i.iss hurray as an oxa^le of ritual 
witchcraft.



people who still "believe in witchcraft, have provided 

analyses and explanations of this phenomenon which surest 

iiany new problems for the historical student, iiany of 

t eir themes will appear in this thesis. It lias oaen 

entitled a. 'sociological analysis' because attention has 

primarily been focused on the persona actually involved 

in prosecutio s, rather than on the philosophical back­ 

ground to witchcraft beliefs. -lather than askii^; 'why 

did people believe in witchcraft* v this study primarily 

attempts to explain what types of people were the aceusex^s, 

vietins and suspects, given such a frariework of beliefs. 

Qbviously, no ri^id distinction can be made between these 

two approaches. Nevertheless it is important to state 

that this is only one of several feasible waya of analysing 

the problems posed by witchcraft accusations; for instance. 

Inquiry into the philosophical basis of witchcraft beliefs 

and their relation to the religious and scientific ideas 

or the times, iii^ht be a better approach if the primary 

aim was to snow why witchcraft beliefs subsided in the 

seventeenth century, i'his study is mainly concerned with 

showing how witchcraft functioned, once the basic assump­ 

tions about the nature of evil, the tyoea of causation, and
1. Insights and suggestions received frov antliropolopical 

writing havo not always been explicitly acknowledged. 
It is necessary to say that all the works cited onpp. 397-8 
of the bibliography provided nany useful ideas, i'hose 
faniliar with anthropological studies will realize 
how closely this thesis follows earlier lines of enquiry.
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origins of 'powt^p 1 were prese*t» Individuals involved 

in prosecutions are analysed by geographical area, 

temporal distri ution, cla^s, a^e, sex, oocujjation, 

kinship, fluid other criteria. As in the studies of social 

anthropologists, not only have the victims and v/ifcches 

been exanined in isolation, but also in their relationship 

to each other. ^ince social scientists increasingly try 

to nee witchcraft accusations ao the product of certain 

situations, analyses have also been made of uucu probleias 

as the process by which a person becane suspected of 

witchcraft, and the types of injury or tension which were 

related to prosecutions. Particular studies are irja.de of a 

witch-finding juoveiaent and the ^ssex equivalent of the 

witch-doctor. — ttempts to corx'elube the chaises with othea 

factors such as medical change, religious £,roupi;i{.j;s, ty^pes 

of social co iflict, and economic organization, are also 

made. In all these analyses it is the questions which 

sociologists have posed, ra--h..T tiian the explanations 

v/hicli they offer, which have proved to be of priae value. 

*hile their conclusions, derived from other cultures *uid 

other centuries, may be inapplicable, tneir interests and 

general approach l,ave been a most stiiuulating iiii'luence 

in the study of ^ssex accusations.

The unit cJiosen for study, the county of '.nsex, is 

situated to the north-east of London. It is bordered by
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the sea on the east and south, and the counties of 

Hertfordshire, Cambridgeshire, and -uffolk on the land­ 

ward side. Approximately forty uiles lon.^ and forty miles 

wide, it had a population of around 100,000 inhabitants 

in 1633, the only date for which we have an estir.mte* 

'Jftiey lived in some ^-25 villages and seven chartered 

boroughs; the largest of the latter was Golchester, 

followed "by Ohelrasford, Maldon, and Harwich, x'his flat 

county was still predominantly agricultural , but tlio late 

sixteenth century witnessed the growth of an important 

cloth industry in the north-east of the county. In the 

opposite corner, around Roping and /althara in the south- 

vest, was the bulk of the remaining forest, noat of which 

had disappeared before our period. Most of the county, 

with the major exception of the north-west, had been 

enclosed before the sixteenth century, ^ive iiajor geo­ 

graphical and agricultural regions can be distinguished: 

the Thames terrace, a district of light soil close to 

London; an extensive helt of i'-ondon clay including all 

south and south-eastern -*asex, th« latter particularly 

noted for its marshes; the lighter soils of the north—east;

the region of chalky hills on the nort- -went, t?ie main 
1. i'his G©neral description is i>riiaarily baaed on tv/o

(London Univ.i a.^.thesis 1965)«JoLie of the geographical 
features are illustrated on I lap 8.
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arable farming area; and the boulder clay plateau of 

northern and central -^ssex. Contemporaries thought 

that -S3ex ranJ ed with Kent and -Juffolk as one of the 

moat advanced and prosperous counties in England during 

this period, ;iraon# the reasons for this may have been 

the demand for ^ssex supplies from the swiftly growing 

netropolis. ik>th politically and religiously it had a 

reputation for radicalism. It was in this county that 

Puritanism and the opposition to the Quarts found their 

strongest backing.

witchcraft prosecutiuiis in -"asox iiave been studied 

over the period 1560-1680. It was decided to clioose 

round figures for the outside dates for statistical 

purposes. 1560 was chosen as tLe starting date nirico 

the ^tatute under uhioh the majority of ssox prosecutions 

occurred was passed in 1563• ^Ithou&'li the ^tatue was riot 

repealed until 1736* t ; '-.e lant recorded --ssex prosecution 

occurred in 1675; tuis suLj..;er»ted 1630 as a convenient 

round date at which to end. £saax i^ analysed in isolation 

from other counties and fro*i Jiurope, until the concluding 

chapter where there is a briaf comparison botv/een various 

regions, i'his treatment is based on tho beliei* that witch­ 

craft accusations and beliefs differed significantly between 

iaiKland and >urope. 'iHie detailed tj?eatxaent atteupted pre­ 

cluded a larger unit than one comity fro1 ; examination.
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OiLui*]^ 2.
ler^al background to ^aaex witchcraft prosecutions 

at tlie secular courts!"" " ~

The first English 'tatute concerning witchcraft 

was enacted in 15-J-2. :-he position bo 'ore that date is 

not altogether clear. Although Britton and Fleta declared

that Vin enquiry about sorcerers is one of the articles
o 

of the sheriff's turn 1 S~ roost authorities surest that

witchcraft was trea'-ed as a branch of heresy, an eccles­ 

iastical offence wliich was later amished b.y the "bate

under tho writ de haeretico conburerido. '?he general
4.

impression is that prosecutions were scarce before 1542.

In 154-7 all the new Ilenrician ^t'ltutes wore repealed, 

including that of 1545 concerning witchcraft. Until the 

passage of a new ^tatute in 1563 the le ;nl situation 

r evert od to its pre -154-2 state. Bishop Grindal in 1561 

wrote to ./illiam ^ecil asking for punishment of a magician 

because 'Hy Lord Cheif Justice najeth the temporal law
r;

will not meddle with then 1 .' lieanw- ile the wueon's Attorney
1. 33 Henry VIlT f cao.3; all the ^tatutes a^oinst witchcraft 
hereaftei* cited are printed, with oiily punctuation and spelling 
modified, in ^wen I,pp.l3-.'?l f 4^4-^-i-5.

2» ^ir w'.jL-'ollock ^ J\ .v . 1 .aitland * .xi ̂ 3 1 or:/ of -n, 'tli sli Lav;( 2nd edn.. 
Cambridge f 189o),ii, 554-; ^ir ^•Jioldsworth ? uistory of ^liah
-uawC :>rd edn. ,1924) ,iv. 509 , agreed uit-i tliia intorpretatiou.

3. Pollock and Kaitlaiid »BLi story o f ^n^li ̂  Lau t ii"^555; 
Joldjwortii xijstoriy of ^ji-.-.lisJi ^aw.iv.i , , .<*• ^iciiardson, 
'Heresy and the Lay -'ower Under "Richard II 1 , • i:: 1 i sh Historic al
-ioview a_ li(l936J,up.4- 5; -xlv/ard 'Joke , '^.ird '..'c-.rt cf ttie 
S" it ea of the" of •Roland (IGVO ,p. VI- .

4. . ^liock u. iiaitlaudi^ir-.toj?^ or ^*n. ;linli • MVJ , ii . 35S-6»
pp.282~3 below for so: .e -adieval cri^ej. 

5 • calendar of > >tate . j. '\:>tira.>^o:.io_3tic • ll'4-7-15B^ , ± . 1 7 3 •
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had to send come London con <m?ors to the bishop for 

punishiient. Yet, despite the absence of any relevant

statute, two people are known to have been accused of
p witchcraft at the -ssex Assizes in lf?60.

In March 1563 an ' -ict a^aynst ^onjuracions 

Inchantnients and V/itchecraf tes ' wan passed. r-$iis was 

repealed by a severer Act in 1604. .lie -ct of 16Of
-T

continued in force until 1736. ̂  An important factor 

in encouraging the 1%3 Statute was the concern of the 

government at the auiount of conteriix>orary treasonable

activity which took the fora of false prophecies,
4. 

astrological predictions, an- 1 other amateur conjuring*

rl*ho increased harsliness of the -tatute in 1604, Then 

it was redrafted by Sir Ixiward Joke and others, was,

at the most, only partly tho result of Janes I's interest
i\ 

in the subjoct.

^ct of 1^63 laid down the death ;oenalty for

1. /Lets ->f tJiG . riyrv" •-oi^ici.l. n.r,.vii (139?) ,p.22.
2» Oases 1 and 2. It is difficult to see on what pretext 

tlioso two cases wore t .!.ed.
3« 1 Jajies I, cap. 12; 9 ^eorge II, cup.5«
4« 'x'here is a useful discur;^ion of blie background to th0 

1^>63 Act in ^ittredce, •.itchcraf t m pp. 255-261.,
5« Statistics in ^weii I shov;iii^ t)iat prosecutions in the 

Home circuit declined under Janes I, as \/ell as t.ai 
excollent defence of ^:': es by ^.ittred^e C-itclicr^.ft> 
ch.-^VII) f have undermined the king's r tation as a 
witch-finder, already :Li Gotland in ^^ ̂  , ho ':ad 'curtailed 
the persecution* by revoking standing coionissions for the 
prosecution of witches O. LOSS, ' -to lvi,rj.nr? nn-l the .jitch- 
craft ITosecutiori in MtA^land* ,Jnl.of iresb.ytorian Jiist. oc. 
of unr:land.
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•Invocacon of evill and wicked Spiritea, to or for any 

Intent or nirpose', and for using 'Witcliecrafte ^nchant- 

ment Charme or :..-orcorie, wherby any pCerjson shall happen 

to b;>e killed or destroyed', ^otu those who offended 

and 'their ^onoello(u,.L\s Id, or*., ' , ^-o tw ^ie. 

Imprisonment for one year with four appearances in the 

pillory for the first offence, and death for the second, 

was tlie punishment for injuring people or their p.?ojjerty 

by witchcraft. -imilar L ̂ risoniiient for the firat 

ofi'onco, but life iEiprisoiiiaent and forfeit of ^odo for 

the sQCOi-i^., was the puniGliment for asin^ witchcraft to 

declare wiiere treasure or lost property mi^ht be found, 

and for intending 'to provoke any p(er>;3On to unlawful 

lovo, or to iiiirte or destroy© any pCerjsori ia his or hex* 

body, hember or ^oodes 1 . In iSO^-4- thi^ ^ct was replaced by 

a more severe one. 4ie invocation of spirits was elaborated: 

men ;;ere forbidden to 'consult covenant wit.< 

enploy feede or rewarde anv evill an-., wio,--wu 

new offence \-*as added: dead bodies wero not t^ be taken

' be i^aployed or used in an
'

out of their graves 'to be i^aployed or used in any ma

of Witciiecraf te f -orcerie, Oharae or luchantaerit . 

Injuring a person or his px^opei4^ was now pUu-^ij^ed by 

death for the first offence instead ^.. J^.LO second. In all 

the above offences, where the first of fence wan now punished

!• Here intention to use such bodies for witchcruf t , 
stressed (Ifiatitutea, iii.p.^5), was a felony.



by death, 'Ayders Abettors arid Counsellors' were like­ 

wise punishable. -11 t-:o offences which under the 

Act of 1563 had beon punished by life imprisonment for 

the second offence, were notv punisbed by death on the 

second. Greater stress was laid on the vunishiaent of 

intention to use witchcraft as well as its actual use: 

intending to hurt or destroy people or property was 

punishable 'although the same be not effected and done 1 . 

rut into tabular form the punishments v/ere as follows: 

E 1: Punialunent in the itc'icraft -tatutes,l'365-1
Offence

Using witchcraft to searcn for 
treasure or lost property . . .
Injuring pooplo or property 
by witchcraft ...............
Causing the death of a human

Taking dead bodies out of ^rave

Intending to
Injure people or property

Cause death of a human

Provoke a person 'to unlawful

ij'irst conviction

1 year 1 year

•>eath -^eati*.

- Death

1 year 1 yei.ii*

1 Vf* AT? 1 ^ r & r\ T*

1 ^en.f 1 VG.IT?

.-econd 
1 q^x

Life

•Uoath

jjfjcj 4"T-» •''Wci Uil

L 1 ^ft

' ife

convictki

Death 

Death

jJAaf;V)

DAfli-Vt•**eai v»n
})«'•» -f-i'l
A'UoLOjl

i J Ck n 4-l-» J-'Uci uii

Death

D on -l-Vi•wesun

: 1 year •= a year's iiiprisonuent; iic - U.i'e imprison­ 
ment*

• ca ital x)unislii.iejat. 15^3 and 160-'!- reior to the 
statutes of ti ose years.



Although, as Coke pointed out, felons usually

forfeited t eir ••""'/;, the ri»; -t& of wives rvn^ nnccessors 

were a ecifically safeguarded in the 1604 ct, just 

as they had been by that of 1563- -'-he only offences for 

which p;oods were forfeit were those in the 1!5G? ct 

which incurred life irtprisonnent accompanied by IORS of 

goods for the second offence?, .both ^tatutes stated that 

those guilty of a capital offence lost the rights of 

clergy and sanctuary. Likewise , general pardons, for 

instance those of 23 Elizabeth and 21 James, exce;ited 

witchcraft • ̂

L*he least severe punishment for vjitc craft was a
* 9 
f"^

year ' s iia risonment , during which ,

'once in every uarter of the said yore i,the prisoner)
shaV.1 in ;r,oj-ie -ar. :ot J^;JUI:Q, u^on ";I o ::ci.rc/:et day or at 
suche tyrne as any i''ayer shall bee kept there, staride 
openly upon the - illorie "bj ^l® '' :/ace of irno lioures, 
and there shall openly confesne uis or her ^xiro(u)r 
and offence; ' .

The conditions of -;aolii frequeiitly :uada such imprisonment
Zj.

to a doatL oenta:iCc. ^oatl' w^n b;/ I'^iijing

'petty treason ' liad "been co jrdbtod, ii.t i/L-ich case the
r) 

T/jas burnt. • overt' -el ess it seems to
1. J&vrard Coke, fflj^ 1"'ay^ Q^ the.. Institutea. of the Lawa of

^n -:land (lo
2. Axeferonces,and some exceptions, are "iveri in !>iwen I,

3« 1 James I, cap. 12. j-'liree months in the House of correction 
was the puiiish&.eiit i'or some au^pecbed witches in ^ssex in 
1670, (cases 7^9-763).

4. j?.,e condition of £&ols ana the nui.iber of accused v/itchec 
who died of ^aol fever ai*e discussed on ,,.54 below.

5. 'o-etty treason 1 ^ccurrud when a wonan kiilo^ her husband 
or a nerv.-mt his master. No definite cases of this kind, in 
which a woman was accused of killing her husband by witch­ 
craft, have been discovered in the ^sex court records.
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have been a popular belief that witches were burnt. 

An i«ssex Justice threatened in I;>o2 that those witches 

who did not confers 'shall bee burnt and handed 1 . An

author illustrated the hatred a^inat witcnes in 

the same county by making a coimtry-woiaan say 'If 1 had but

one fagot in the world, 1 would, carry it a myle upon
• j 

my shoulders to burne a v/itca'«"~ A number of other

•xa pies exist of this interesting confusion between
3 what was believed to occur and wuat actually did, I'he

idea of burning; possibly reflected -^eaorios of the 

medieval burning of witcaes as uereoica, or tne punishment 

of continental witches iu this manner*

•itchcraft, like Murder by poison, was considered a 

crime apart, --vs H«3. i)ointed out in uif ford's ^i

the secret nature of the cri^e aiade norwial le^al evidence, 

confession and two direct uitneu»eij t •iO£»t

itlj , in hie opiuioii,ia. uj^ere were any likelihood,

and au3x>:lcion, and cojiinion faiie that^ v/as Vp-roof yiiou&h 8 •
1. l>c.i^ -' - aupiii o u ,
2. Gjf f ord . DialoiTae , aip: • 3 . ^lie career ciiid writings of

..- j; . 104 
3. 1{?<32 Pamphlet, sig.i^5 ; J » ^ . Ilawei s , ̂ k_g.t ches o f the

Reformation and ^lizabefahan :p;o (l.^'-7 '-;,^.:^^.;.' JL owe the
latter reference to AAT • K . V . 'rhoman . -^inaid ^ 
a Kentisli squire educated at • irt . ••?.!!, •..-•:ford > and notable 
for his sceptical attitude to witchcraft (Not ostoin, .vitch- 
craft, devotes ch.3 to his work)au. ;ed t.\r» same thing,
discovery, p.259« v

aifford, '
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It was only possible to testify to motives and effects, 

not to witness the actual act of witchcraft or the 

invisible way in whica this force operated, if direct 

witnesses had been demanded, many argued that 'it v;ill 

be than impossible to put any one to death ...(for).... 

hardly can a man be brought, which upon his owne kriowleut ,tj, 

can averre such things 1 ."" tfor this reason it was stated 

in the leading contemporary manual for Justices of the

1'eace that, in cases of witchcraft and poisoning , 'half
2 proof es are to be allowed, and are good c uses of suspition 1 .

extrene difficulty of providing evidence meant that 

special provisions were made. i''or instance it was 'law­ 

ful to &ive in -evidence i^atters that are no ways relating 

to that -''act, and done many ieurs boi'ore'.^ -toreover, 

the peculiar nature of the crime precluded the possibility 

of an alibi. ^bsoiice from the scene of the crJUie was 

iiiouuterial. j-lie offence occurred within toie individual. 

A person could be nany lailes frou O.ue victim 0110. yet 

responsible, in this way witchcraft was si :ilar to aurder

1. xorkiris, 'Jariaecl **rt • PP • rjl^»13 > .-.'illiaji -? orkiiin, the
famous Puritan divine and preacher, was a follow of Glirist's 
College, ̂ aiiibridge. o died in 1502 and his work on witch­ 
craft was published posthumously.

2. iiichael Jalton, ̂ oujr'jre/ Justioe^lGlGJ .D.260. John Uaule, 
vicar of -roat -tau nton in '-Luitln^ionnhlre after 1646 and 
supporter of botli royalists and ^o:ji-3.onuealth ;^on, would 
also have allowed circumstantial evidonco ( eloct ^ason, 
p. 1

3. Francis ITutcliinson, itistoricr.l HSBT '"ore nrn.JT^ vitchcraf t 
(1713), p.^i. ^iutc iiisjii was born in j. arid t..,ereiore 
wrote iftien the v/orst of the trials wero over; he was 
Bishop of Dov/n .and tfoiuior in
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by poison, but differed frori all other crimes. In all

investigation during our period there was a far 

greater stress on assassin ; tue clmcter of t ie suspect 

than in modern proceeding* in a witchcraft caeo, however,

where especial eu^hasis was laid on indirect evidence 

concemin ; the motives and. possible Koatilities f the 

suspect, such examination was especially import u.~.1;«

methods of examination reco .;-d to Justices of the

in all cases of felony were particularly relevant 

in witchcraft cocamination. Justices \:ere directed to 

discover the following facts about a surrpect.

*iiis parents, if they wore vjickea, and given to the sane 
kind of fault . . . .nis nature; if civill, or hastie,wittie 
and subtill, a ' uarr el ler, pilferer, or bloudia minded, >..c. 
His trade; for if a man liveth idly or vagararit. . • . . .it i 
a ^oocL cause to arrest him upon ^u^. itiuu, ii: there have 
been any felon;/ co.1 fitted. uis cojap^rii.o; if ivuf rio.no, 
suspected persons, or :;^is boiiitj in c- ie 'ith any 
Lke offenders* -ii:i coui^se of life; ac* if a coirjaon Ale- 
house-haCu;nter, or r^/ottous in dyet, play, jr apparrell* 
whether ij.e be of evill fa.iC, or report. 1 2

In witchcraft suspicions, therefore, as in u-ji;0r felonies, 

the likelihood of guilt was related to the whole social 

background of the accused; his parent's character, his 

friendships, drinking habits and general reputation.

!l'he difficulty of proving a perron c^ilty of witch­

craft meant that extraordinary witnesses were remitted.
•> 

Although at least two witnesses were still required, ̂  no

1. -^'rancis ijutchi3ison m ^iistf.ox'i.c&l --'L^JU./ ^oiiceruxii/; ^itclicr:-,ft 
(1/18), p-.vi-vii.

2. Mi--' .1. ^cilton, ^omitrey Justice (1618) t p« 266.
7i. I'e^..^i3, • jainnod -rt t p.;^l?"; --if.Tord, "jialo^ue. sis*H2.
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class of person was debarred, Bernard, in his o-uide to 

^rand Jury *+en« gave oho following list of suitable 

witnesses: the 'afflicted party 1 ; t 7 -^ friends «ind 

relations of the afflicted; 'indifferent neighbours' 

('fearful!, superstitious, or children, or old silly 

persons 1 we:ce to be examined, unt oueir testimonies 

treated with caution); 'suspecoed adversaries, either 

to the afflicted, or to the suspected «itc! .•.' , for, as 

the author renarVed^ sue people 'pry very narrowly into 

every thin.^'; the physician, ii" one uaa been ci-ied; 

'trie report of a ^'hite or R'ood ••itcu > ; l;he

whole family able and fit to answer . . . . •

also such as "be known to have uid inward familiarity with
-j 

the suspected'; the SUQ. iec'i;ed v/itoh."1" -lao of importance

were other suspected witches. Not only was tue 

person's spouse allowed to witness, contrary to

rules, •"' but children, also, v/ore peri'iitted to ;;iV9 evidence
ZL 

against their parents, clearly an unusual proceeding.

1. Bornard, Guide, j>p.223-23B.
2. *his is clear from */he -^ci^ex triaiii; aee also

Discovery, p«39» although it is based on continental

3. n.^
^-. Xdeai« < v/hero •-.... . oo.n i^^.^^o^ uiiat such procedure was 

unusui! nnd only cites Drecedonts fro^i -! ;ho i.ancaBhire 
witch trial of 1G12. -i-iord was c.loarlo Siiocked at 
such occurrences in ^ssex (^ialon:ue t sig.L), i'or -'-^ 
excunpleu and a discussion of the way in uhich child- 
witneBaeB have baen overstresned by historians, soe 
p. 22 7 below*
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kinds of evidence to be used to prove a person 

guilty of witchcraft were based on the current ideas 

concernin the nature of witches 1 activity, j-'here were 

three dearest; of evidence. I'here was that evidence which 

was stron: enough for the suspect to be examined before 

a magistrate; that which was a 'str ng presumption', 

several of which presumptions taken together iiiip;ht lead 

to a conviction; and conclusive 'proofs 1 , i'he following 

'evidence 1 was enough to bring a person to court on a 

charge of witchcraft: notorious reputation as a witch; 

cursing followed by an injury to the person curaod; 

known nalice followed by a misfortune to the object of 

the malice; a relationship by blood or friendship to a 

proven witch; the victin'a recovery after the suspected 

witch had been scratched or some of her property had been 

burnt; failure of the suspect to sink when iumersed in 

water; an implicit confession by the suspect ( f you should 

have left ine alone then', in answer to an accusation by 

a neighbour, is an example); over-diligent interest in a 

Bick neighbour on the part of a suspected witch, ^he 

•strong presumpt ions', several of which could lead to 

c onviction, included accusation by a 'white witch' and a

!• ilie following account is based on ^erkins, banned ^rt,
pp. 200-213; Bernard, ̂ uide. pp. 20^-224; Gaule.^eloct - :-~a* 
pp»75-o^. -^his leaves ^lizabeth'a reig-i wit£out anreg-
authority. Unfortunately, cot's ^iocovervibook II, whicli 
alone treats this subject, is too heavily based on contin­ 
ental denonolo;;ists to be anything except i iu lending for 
an analysis of %i^;lish procedure. None or the above, 
of course, were official ^uides,



33

death-bed accusation by the supposed victim of witchcraft. 

llie 'sufficient proof o ' , any one of v;i,.ica could lead to 

conviction i were as follows: ac.-.usation by another witch; 

on unnatural mark on t ; ie body su ;osedly caused by the

•^evil or a familiar; two witnesses who claimed to have 

seen tKo accuser!, either make a pact i/itii »-atan or enter- 

t.iin hor familiars. ^ther adequate 'evidences 1 were: 

the discovery of pictures or images of the victim in 

the suspect's house; the bleeding of the corpse when 

touched by the sr.spect; a ^ift i'roi,; o>.o au,,jjuGoJ ,;itcli 

followed by the injury o.C the rociyient; and the confo^uion 

of the auspect herself. Hie type of evidence i-equired 

for conviction as a v/itc ecu* be illustrated by one

•xaiople. Bernard u:?s-;;eci that if u \/oiu.;.ui [jave a child an 

apple and trie receiver became ill soon afterwards f aa 

lor^ au thei»e v/an kiiovm iiAiico betwoon thea t this was 

proof enough Tor the execution o:-' the accused.

Only a jyeloctioiA of Licao tyoea of evideiico was 

actually used iu ^^Gex. -«.n examination o? the «-liz rbethan 

trial pamphlets for tliat coiLaty haa poveulod no use of 

tlie water ordor.l, no v/ltneiiuini.-; to the atanic pact, no

nunt ing -f°** pictures or imaces of the victin, no bleeding 

of the corpse at the touch of the witch, ^heco same 

oarvphleta shov/ that the .reatoat stress in tho earlier

1. i-'or a disciificioji of tlie evidence in these paap 
Gee ch.S.



trials was put on showing that known malice had been 

followed by an injury. ^here was also much description 

of the activities oC the witch's familiar. An excellent 

outline of the type of evidence on which aost of the

prosecutions rested is given by the ^ssex clergyman

George Gifford. One of his characters is ssade to say

1 I was of a Jurie not many yeares past,when there 
was an old woman arrained for a witch, I'here came 
in eight or ten which gave evidence against her.... 
One woman came in and testified upon her oat<< 
that her hueband upon his death bed, tooke it 
u,;on his death, that he was bewitched, for he 
pined a long time. And he sayde further, he 
was sure that woman iiad bewitched him* He tooke 
her to be naught, and thought she was angry with 
him, because she would have borrowed five shillingea 
of him, and he denyed to lend it her. **he wonan 
tooke her oath also, tliat she thought in her 
conscience that the old wonan was a witch, and 
that she killed her husband ..... ^here came in 
an other, .... He tooke Lis oath directly that she 
waa a witch: did once anger her oayde he, but 
1 did repent me: for I looked somewhat would 
follow. -Mid the next ni&'ht, i saw the ugliest siyht 
that ever 1 saw: 1 awaked cuddainely out of iv sleepe, 
and there was ae thought a reat face, as bi ;^e aa
they uae to net up in the signe of the -aracouB-head, 

looked full in :iy face ... £hen followed a man, and he 
sayde '-e could not tell, but he thought she was once 
angry with hit: because she cane to be^-e a few pot- 
hearbes, and he denied her: and presently after lie 
heard a thins as he thought to whisper in his eare, 
thou shalt be bewitched, ^he next day he had such a 
paine in his back,that he could not sit upright; he 
eayd he sent to a cunning wonan, shee toldo he was 
bewitched, arid by a woman that car-e for pot-hearbet;. •. 
'?hen cane in two or three grave honest nen, which 
testified tiiat she was by common fame accounted a 
witcJi. *e found her giltie, for what could we doe 
lesoe, she was condemned and executed: and upon tho 
ladder she made her prayer, and tooke it upon her 
death shee was innocent and free from all such 
dealings• *_____________________________

!• Gifford, Dialogue, sigs.
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We gee in the above pausa^e that there was no riec equit 

for the accused to adnit her guilt. 4ie opinion of her 

neighbours , who drew a link between her supposed malice 

and an observed illness o.r- strange event, was enough 

to lead to a conviction of witchcraft. Injuries anil 

personal tensions were Interwoven as c.-^use and effect*

Ahere were alight changes in the nature of the evidence 

used over the period 1S60-16SO in ^;jsex. Ane water ordeal

spread as a method of proving a witch, in she seventeenth 

century » although there is no evidence that it was used 

in ~sse:sc before 164^. Probably increasing stress was laid

on findirv, the witch's ciark, though such marks had been
2 imed as evidence from ,Ue very first ^ssex trials.

Meanwhile | no major types of evidence approved of at th«
•z

beginning of the cer.tury had been eli:.~«.naued by 1680. J 

In theory , the proof that a person was a witch was the

in 1680 aa it had been in 1600. 

Since a confession by the accused was one of the few

absolute proof a of _ guilt t there was considerable _P£'j£^^o _
1. ^cot . ̂ iacoverwp «233 implied that the water ordeal was 
not used in ^nijland in 15B4 t while ^erkins in 16O8(
r t . p • 206 ) only refei*red to its use 'in other cuntriee 1 .Ye 

it seems to have been in fairly widespread use by 1616 
according to John dot ta , i'riall of •itchcraf t( 1616 ) , p .

2. **t first they were merely upots on the face, later they 
probably becaiie protrudii \Q lumps. The .ueen'a ttoruey dis­ 
covered" such spots in 1^66, (.1566 *'£unphlet,p.3^3)»and a group 
of wniaen searched f-^r the mark in 1532 (l^dP iampllet, 
sig.D4)» 'inhere io a detailed descrij tion of such a search, 
carried out in 1650, in case 84-3.

3. #or instance, the wonling of the 1697 edn. of i'dci.iael 
Alton's 'Jountro;; Just ice is exactly the saiue aa the 1630 
eda, which 1 In" turn .had been bused, at lenst in its des­ 
cription of l^ow to find a witch, on ernard's ^ujdo.



to secure such evidence. Moreover, If a person confessed, 

she became a powerful wibness against others. Confession 

was also enjoined as an acceptance of society's verdict. 

In both ecclesiastical and secular courts public confession 

was a stipulated part of the punishment* Nevertheless, 

confessions do not seeia tu have occurred in the majority 

of the -3 sex prosecutions, ror instance, at the ^s

Lent Arizes in 1582, five women confessed, but nine 

denied the charge of witchcraft, despite the browbeating 

of tho Judge who warned that 'they which doe confesse

the truth of their doein^s, they Suall have auci favour;
o 

but the other they shall bee burnt and hanged'* 4"

^orture, both physical an,; mental, lias been suggested 

as an explanation of auiae of the confessions* -^here 13

no evidence tuat physical torture was ever officially
•5 

allowed in ^n^lond, except w ere treason was involved*
IL

If no other .iethodn worked,

'then ouch aa have authority t / examine, should 
begin to use sharp speeches, and to threaten 
wit;: imprisonment arid death, ^nd if the p 
tlons bee strong, then if the Mw will permit 
(as it doth in other countries ir t^ is caoe) 
to use torture. *

1. 1^3?
2 . l!}or: -,-._._ at , sg.
p. 1-erkirio discussed ita use In witchcraft casec and

concluded that it could only be used on the continent

4. Bernard ,jitS4, PP» 2 39-
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The activities which caae closest to torture in 

occurred in the £ssex trials of 1645; they included 

k««ping the suspecte awake for several nights, 

theft in water, an>: continuous •iuestioniiig. Frobably 

of much rore [reneral importance were indirect pressures; 

the mauntiu~ suspicion of neighbours, the persuasive 

advice, throats, and promises of clergy and justices. 

A witch, said the «*itc--finder T^atthew Hopkins, was 

kept in solitary confinement and

*ao by ^God counsell brought into a oad condition, 
by underst .ndin^ of the horribleneso of her sin, 
and the ju" j onts tlire--it^^ed ^--inat Ler; cjad 
Icnov/in^ the ^evill's malice and. subtile circum­ 
ventions, io brought to re^orr.e ,md ao,"rov; for 
coiiiplyin -nth ^atan so loik;t and disobeying God's 
sacred C-. iula, cloth then desire to unlolcl I 
mind witn much bi'Uteniesij 1 • 2

I'here is little evidence, in -^SBOX, that mental break-
T

down led to voluntary confessions.

!• for a description of these iiiethoda, see p. 180 below,
2. llopkind, •.discoveryt p»59.
3« ^'or a discusnion of witchcraft and mental bi-eakdown 

see »24 below.



GHAPflR 3.

jatjeasity of *.*>aex witchcraft rosecutions; 
evide^c e froi. Aj

IL fchrea hundred and fourteen people are known 

to have been prosecuted under the withcraft tatutes 

between 1560-1630 at the iissex -ssiae and ^uarter Session 

courts* ince this f injure repreaants zno^e than two thirds 

of thos* known to have been accused of witchcraft in 

-sjju::, it is .neco • >a.ry to say something about the pro­ 

cedure of the two courts.

i'he uaJrber -essiona, as their name suggesto, were 

hold four times a year, ^'hev were an inferior court to

the ^ssizes and so felon/ could not be tried at them, 

yet they were empowered to examine felons. witchcraft 

is mentioned in presentments by panels of jurors to this 

court; if the presentment was found to "be accurate, the 

indict ent was sent t the next --,-size. eco^nizances 

for the a pearance oi the accused, accueer, or witnesses 

at the Asci*68 f as well as exaiainationB or t}jo»e involved, 

sometimes mentioned witchcraft, as did gaol records kept

with uarter "JesBion archives. Thus, while no accused
2 witches were judged at this court, witchcraft is mentioned

on seventy-four ocoasions in the remaining records.______ 
1. J.C. Cox •Three_ .Oentnries of T?erh^shire annals Clt39Q)«ii. 88:

I, p.46; -il-li^j ^aiubarU ^irenarC'-iQ: or of the office 
.f the Justices of ieace (1582) ,41,447,320; idcliael -Vilton, 
5e Gountriy Ju oloe Cl6l J), p... y)tt , ?>+?, 361 -3.

2, possible <r-'ce:>tion is case 849 (in the appendix).



The ^ssiaes met twice a year, in the rlilary and

Trinity terms, usually at ^taiuwood or ^ 

•••here were -wo Judges* -»>b the start of

calendar of prisoners in the gaol waa read out; oTten

this included the name of impridoned persons accused of
p witchcraft. Presentments froia the ,uarter ^et>si

and elsewhere v/ere the*: ex. \IA~J ned b,y the L̂rand oury, 

chosen frora the minor gentry." 4ie presentment was 

either disui^ad aL- f itj v^ra.Uo 1 or pa..~ed a., a 'true bill 1 , 

in which case it beca;.:& :ui indict'.iertt* It is caese 

indict: ;ont 3 v/^ich foru the bulk ol uhe evidence for 

^ssaac witchci- ft prosccutiona* ^he first Ladictment 

was then ; e ad an-i the nsuieii accuse;* juxieu. to the t-ar. 

The prisoner was asked if he pleaded guilty or not guilty, 

and tlie next was su,^oued. iliose who confessed were 

put on one side until the tiiie of judgemant* -^ho -^etty 

Jurors were then called by the heriff, their names read, 

and the prisoners ;;iven a chance to challenge them.

!• ?or the names and d:ibea of th^ -^sex jud( ;ea see 
iiwen I »pp. 102-103; ^wen provides a bi'ief description of 
•one of these on pp. 50-" p. 

2. i-lwen orrdtted gaol calendar references to witches in
hie Mhotracts of Assize witchcraft cases, except in 1582
and 1645 or when they added new names; information fror;
such records, however, has been given in tlie appendix of
oases 1-76? when it adds to our knowledge concerning
the treat '^e^t of i:^ risoned witckou. 

3» ^or the gentlemanly status of tho Grand Jury In -
see B.W,c>uintrell, * -lie Govermuent of the ^ounty of
1603-1642 1 ( London Univ. >h.^. thesis



A group of iaiaaj.ing yeomen an^ i*rtifcians,ifc was they

who decided the guilt or innocence 01 the accused. 

Witnesses against the accused, were then publicly called 

for, ana examinations of the accused tai-.en be ...'ore the 

Justices of the Peace were road to the jury* ii* they

were evidence for the ^rown. 2he accused could call
2 witnesses, but not on oexth unless the crime was a felony.

When the group of prisoners was large enou0- , the jury 

retired with a list of prisoners 'fur tr«eir better 

direction and help of their memory to know who they 

have in charge 1 .* finally they returned and gave their 

verdict j£ guilty or not guilty, whereupon l;ne Judge 

passed sent once. Largely formal enquiries were also

to be made ua to the felon's goods and whether lie or she
4. 

had fled ru'ter co . iJting the crin.e. ______________

1. Bernard (Guide, p. 2!)) described the Petty Jury as 'a Jury 
of simple men, who proceed too often upon relations of meere 
presu:\i- tiona ' • .iaule ( ol ect Jftaea • >>P . 124—5) argued that 
'these i'welve tjood UGZL and 'Jrue 1 should not be 'Iraponnelled 
of ordinary -Jooatrey People 1 , but ol learned Tjhysicians^lav/yer; 
and divines.lt seens tiiat t contrar to theory t jurnen were ofte 
'picked up in court as fc-.ey raight be ne ed ed * U linut e s of 
Proceedings in swifter essiong held for .Paris of 
ed. ... ,) :ton(LInob. -tc.'-- oc.

2. vv,T.. Office or^lerk of ^s siae( 1676 J»rj. l^pt>,6>17 of t is 
work contain a go'dd outline of the procedure at the ^suizes. 
It is upon this and the introduction to ••rC ^ni:ize 
Orders > 1629-^-0 1 ed. I . G • BarncsC * overset -ec. - L/C ̂ -cv , 1^$C5 ,) , that 
the above account is based.

4. r.wen l f p.' -• -he a breviation used tfrou^iottt his 
abstracts to .. - it the culprit did not flee, run away or 
fly froir: justice. ^ recent wo rk,ui 'fortunately .oi staking the 
meaning of 'fly' f uflea the Mot guilty, no flying 1 , as strong 
evidence that witches were popularly believed to fly through 
the air in 17th-century ^n^land ( u .-rqrrinder, "itchcr-ft 
(Pelican, 195o), p.3<3).



wore over five hundred indictments for witch­ 

craft at the ^ssux *v^ i^es. A typical one will show 

the nature of prosecutions at this court, ^t the £ssex 

Hilary sessions in 1579> ^llen ^?uyth of *ialdon 9 spinster, 

was accused of bewitching -usan Webbe, a^ed about four 

years, rhe bewitching was said to have occurred on r/th 

March 1579 and the child to have died at iialdon on the oth. 

Ihe presentEiert was found to be a 'true bill 1 by the 

^rand Jury and the defendant was found guilty and ,jud ;> ed 

according to che tatute. It will be immediately ;jeen 

that f uch indict&ents provide infomati^n on a number o£ 

problorac: the place of residence* age t sex, ani me^ital 

position of v/itch and victim; che duration and nature 

ol the bewitching; the verdict of the two juries, 

nevertheless, it io important to r • c-.-.-iber that indictments 

only give a summary of che outline of the prosections.

examinations and evidence at the Assize aro osii ..ted.

occasional conte .;oorary account of an ^ssize trial

preserved ij: a witchcraft ijanrv-let correct the distorted
2 effect of Buch iridictiients. -^ilen ^uyth's case is

among those described at v.xeater length in a pamphlet.

!• Oase 119.
2* *'or an analysis and description of these i>or.pn 

see J1..6*



We learn that -"lien was the daughter of lice Ofeaundeler, 

previously executed for witcbcy.ift; that "lien quarrelled 

wit1 her step-father over an 3n:<e.rit -nee and that he

•ubsequently becairp ill; < hat ?' e was believed t^ o\ni a 

toad faniliar which, when burnt, caused its nis trees 

pain; that her child -victim's 'pother was sent Dad by 

the sif^ht of another fa/ailiar like a black dog; that 

Ellen's son described his mother's three spirits called. 

'greate Dicko 1 , 'little ^icke' and '"illet 1 and that 

the bottles and woolpack in which •'They were r?u ">osedly 

housed were discovered after a search of her house* 1'hus 

we seo that tho evidence writte.: dovm in t?io ^asiae and

-uarter o :Kion records is only t.he baront outline ">f 

a mass of beliefs and suspicions*

^oferenccs to v/itchcraft occur on seventy-four 

occasions In tiie .uarter - esHions re ords beloi : ; to

See ex. -ost of thesse occur in the Sessions 'iolls which 

are almost complete after 1.V5J6. Cf the forty-eight 

accused persona, thirty-five were at the court for ' 

witchcraft, ti at is for hurting people or property.

1. ^or a description of the t;*pe and aurvivml j 
• >esaion records see biblio;,;rapuy p* 384 ; for abrstructa of all 
these cases seej appendix,n03« 791-35-% w ' :;ef'' * l&vo obv^--usly beer 
]oot,i,5tJe cases . jLi-O-'i—^«

2. 'Phroe lis f.s of l^.rinoned witchec?(814-clG)havo lu-en 
ouitted frou "hose calculations since the docnnents in wixich 
they occur are, in fact,Asi'ize record.s,tl..ju£h they hive 
survived a^oiL. uhe wuainter • er^ions arc)



i'ho other cases concerned treasure— s ee^in^, trying to 

find lost j;oods or ;;;ain money, or tell fortunes by the 

aid of witchcraft. Jxius turee-^uarters ol J-io o^seu 

which ar:i e recorded at the lo;?er court weee for :iarmful 

v/itchcraft; nost of t-iese oocu rc.i be?ore 1605 • ^f the 

thirty-five woueii nentioned as blac^c v;itches f all but 

ov;!it ,T;:pGar in the '- >. ize rr-eords: bat only i'ivo of the 

thirteen cases of conjuration appear in the Iiigher court. 

A comparison v.rit!i tbose accused at the -seizes ;.-ovftalc 

that the garter OBcione v/ituec^ea oiily a vcr^-

i" the

over tl'.joo am; red people accused under the itchcruft 

^tatute at tho ^-saiaeaf leii^ than thirty arc noted in 

[/he jiarter .•es&ioni? recurdi.; . iiartei- oijjious documents

caiuio, y t^e^selvorj, be t.-juieii && e_-j. accuraoo index of 

the amount of uitchciv^ft prosecution in a cotuity.

'*he -kssex ^QSIZG ..-ocordi; coutaiii £jo:ue five nun red

i tuidor t.ie witchcraft 

^0 j an ave3?i?.L;o of 

aiiti twent,/ yeara. 

j wort? ucsuaod; tlm

and th.vee indictments ..'or 

atatutotj in the yearii between 

over Tour cases a yoar for - 

in t'rooe indie ti .oritr> none 

offences were gr.i followa;

nt

mentioned auopecta, ftre le".s useful ti..;tri indict onto since 
they usually OLiit t*ic offence, victi t a:od village of tho 
accused.
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TABLE 2: Types of offence under the Witchcraft Statutes
tried at the J-^Jsex Assizes*

Injuring/killing people or property
Invocation of evil spirits
treasure or lost goods sought by
witchcraft

'Intent 1 to murder or injure
Usiny dead bodies for witchcraft
i'ortune telling
'Consulting 1 witches

No. of
cases
462
28

9
2
1
1
1

Ho. of persons
involved

2?1
29

11
2
1
1
1

(°ome of the cases and persons overlap from different 

categories; .for instance half those accused of invoking 

evil spirits were also accused of particular injuries 

inflicted on people or property. The totals of table 2 

axe therefore larger than i;he actual totals of persons 

and cases)

Thus, all but eleven of the 503 cases were for 'black 1 

witchcraft: it is with this offence that we will be 

primarily concerned. By far the largest category was 

'for injuring or killing huinans or their property 1 . 

Indictments for entertaining evil spirits, eighteen of 

twenty-ei^ht of which occurred in 164-5, differ from 

these in that it is impossible to analyse the relation­ 

ship between the accused and her victim. Nevertheless, 

whenever it is possible to use these twenty-eight 

indictments, for example when maps of the distribution 

of witches are bain* 1 : drawn, they will be treated as

1. i'or a description of the exceptional trial of 
see Ch.ll.
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statistically equivalent to accusations of causing 

injury or death. 'J?he .justification for this IG that 

where people accused of invocation of evil spirits 

were also accused of anotner offence, as happened in 

Jfcirteen of the twenty-elf;ht such cases, p.ll were 

accused of bewJtching men or animals,

l*he majority of the prosecutions for black witch­ 

craft occurred before 1600* i'he comparative density 

of cases in six twenty-year periods is shown in the 

following table. 

TABLE 3 • temporal distribution of witchcraft prosecutions
- , 4 - }. I . ,-.
|_1 U U J L V.3

Tears

1560-1579
1530-1599
1600-1619
1620-1639
1640-1659
1669-1679

J.'.-'-' r-£-- '.v •_•••. - •- ~. x-» "* ^ f '

Number of persons

52
111
44
25
65
12

• _ 1 i "^.,r.

Nuraber of
indictiiienta

82
195

78
55 ,
83 (50 of
14

them in
164^)

•.This can be demonstrated graphically, as in JJiagrarn 1.

•L'his fxrst graph also shows the survival of -.ssize records, 

a factor which must obviously be ta\en into account when 

discuueiiig changes in the i*ate of prosecutions* &OT 

instance, we can account for the absence of prosecutions 

in li?62 1599 ^nd 160^-6 b the IOL:S of ecords for

those years. Often only one of the two ^ssize files
iv 

nave sured. It is clear from oiie diaraui taat records
^

survive most fully between 1>7^-1>95 and after 1(>46; tho
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most extensive losses are in 13S5-16OO, 1604-6 and 

throughout the period 1620-40. Yet the graph of persons 

indicted, does not merely reflect the survival of records. 

It shows a number of interesting features quite unrelated 

to the above. r-?he numbers rise from fairly low figures 

in the 1.560's to a peak in 1584. The 1^80 's and 1590 *s 

are consistently the highest years. 'l*hoiigh there were 

peaks in 1601, 1612, 1616 and 162f>, the forty years 

after 1600 were freer from accusations, ^here ia the 

one towering figure in 1645 and then intermittent 

accusations petering eway in 16?0. Ahe lest case 

occurred in 1675. '-'•'his shows one preponderance of the 

Elizabethan period as a time of accusations. It also 

demonstrates tUat prosecutions were not occasional and 

sporadic occurrences* Year by year accusations appeared. 

'^hou^h there v-ere highpeaks, there were many years when 

three or nore people v/ere accused, of witchcraft. Of 

the ninety years between 1560-1660 for which there are - 

surviving Assize records, only seventeen have no indict­ 

ments for this offence. Diagram 2 shows the number of 

indictnents for witchcraft each year; it emphasizes the 

impression gained frori the first graph, that Elizabethan 

prosecutions were nuch more frequent tnan later' indict­ 

ments and that the 1620*s and 16^) f s were a quiet period.
»

fhe geograpiiical distribution ana spread of witchcraft 

prosecutions at the -^sex ^.ysizes are shown in Hax:>s 3 to
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MAP 3.

V/itchcraft -prosecutions at the Essex 
Assizes.1560-1680; total distribution.

5 miles:! inch

KEY
• = one indictment.
0 = two indictments against

the same person in one year.
•-« = two indictments against one 

person in different years.
(Some 22 indictments are omitted 
because the location of the 
accused is not known, or the 
charge was conjuring rather 
than harmful witchcraft.,)
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Map 3 outlines the distribution of all the prosecutions 

at the -vi.ilzea botwe«n 1360-1660. oi{$nificantly f there 

are no oart^ or ^BHOX vrit>'.»ut; any prosecutions, although 

the density varies, -he most intensive pro aer 

•sen to huve occurred in two areas; in oho no 

mainly in the /'enclring hun i*od f and in a central belt 

some twenty miles wide and thirty fciiies itigli. i^liis latter 

area stretcj.«od fron 'i'hr.xtad on the west to Colne "wake on 

the east, from iiorley JLL. the north to i)an ury in the 

eouth. rn«e centre, around Braintree and Halstead, was 

particularly heavy in tha number o.f indictment 3. On the 

other handj ti.ie western regions of '^ssex .'oad only 

scattered accusation^* ^ome one niuidred and eight 

villages in i^ssex witnessed one or ;nore indictments; 

almost exactly a quarter ojT the 426 villages in the county,

Map 3* a atatic representation, is misleading in 

a number or ways, i'he distortions emerge when we look 

at iiapB 4 and 5« ^rom these it will be saen that the

two densest areas were very different in the pattern 

of the accusations. i!ne hign nunber of prosecutions in 

tne central area arose out of a constant; flow of casea, 

most marked in the 1^80 's and 1590 *s f but continuing 

until 1640. riut nearly all the prosecutions in the north­ 

eastern tip of the county occurred in two yearn, 1^82

and 164-5 . -hese two yoora were different from all the
1. At the end or the the sis, op. 40^,406.
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other years of numerous indlctnaatti iu thoir concen­ 

tration on one small part oi' the county, i^hus, while 

the density in trie central ;;..i-oa .ceiMectea continued 

prosecutions over a perioo. of eighty years, the density 

in the north-east arose out of nassive i?roseci tions in 

1562 and 1645» with scattered c&sefc in other y^ars.

Plap 4 also helpa us to trace I/he spread 01' witch­ 

craft accuoatioiiG over -;ha years. I.a the first doco.de 

they were entirely ooncontrated in a wide belt in tne 

centre- of ^sseou In the next ten years they had moved 

further nortn, j;onth and west, but there oad still uOftu 

no accuaationo in the north-eastern area. As in the 

first ue-cade, the area around riatfield .Feverel and 

Danbury was especially notable for the number of accuaa- 

tionc. In the 1530*3 the whole of &saex was covered, 

although the western border *as still fairly free from 

indictment3. ilie west was again only thinly represented 

in thr 1590's, as was the south-eastern marshland. 

The central belt was again predominant in this decade. 

1'he south in the first decade of the seventeenth century, 

and then the north-east and north-west in the next 

decade, were clear. In the following twenty years the 

prosecutions lessened in number and the distribution 

grows leas significant. '£he preponderance of tho north­ 

east in the 1640's was almost entirely the product of



the 1645 trial. In the KtfC's the north-v-eat, for 

the first ti^c, assuried x'elot.ive importance, ^here 

vrere only a fev; prosecutions ±r, the following twenty 

years; .--"part fro*n en isolated ct^tr-'l case, they occurred 

iii the north-east*

'ftae various yearly distributions shown in Ilap 5 

are important because they show that prosecutions were 

very widely «catteped* Accused witches from majiiy miles 

apart were summoned to trial at 1;he AsBir.es in any one 

yaar. '^-liis indicates that such accusations were the 

product of both ^enoraJ factors, and local pressures. 

It r.ugftewts that; similar causes were working in different 

vill^f^ew although these cases were unrelated at a personal 

level. £'or .uastancc, if vre look at the accusations in 

1579 or 1534, it is difficult to believe that these 

prosecutions were directly interconnected; there seems 

to be no queubion of suspicions spreading from place to 

place. -Lhere are no grounas*for usin£ terms like 

'epidemic 1 to describe the growth of accusations. It 

would bt> more realistic to see prosecutions as eruptions 

in separate co.iiauiiitieG, the products of particular and 

local conditions which in turn acted on more generalized 

factors. If this is the case la eleven of the thirteen 

years included, there were, as we aave said, two important 

exceptions. They wore hhe years 1.^32 and 164-5; in both



the pro suet? ticr.c occurred in ?. small group of 

neighbouring village:;. ere :.t; would be Justifiable 

to lool, fr;r S-H'.O out:iic*.o ?r;ept; in both, lc vrill be 

.ii, there v;yu present a ::»aa of i-ore than ordinary 

gy, akill, m;d interest in finding wltcLec. 

Yet the excel tioi<AI") nature or? . hese trials conatantly 

ueeds to be ^tre^setU '^3re uoi^ial pattern in the geo­ 

graphical distribution, of prosecations, lihe tv at In 

the te..\v-oral distributicr!, ws.c far more widespread than 

cue slight expect. * itch craft prosecutions did not 

occur as ocoaaional erurtions, abnormal reactions to 

particular crlaen. ;Aiey neen to h.ave )>een a normal 

pat-u or village life, widespread and regular.

1'he frequency nud importance >jf accusations of 

wither aft at the Assizes is well demons tro.ted if we 

conpare them to indictments for other offences, ^roin 

Table 3 we can 13ee that between 1580 «ncl 1599 e.n average 

number of five or* six people a year v/as tried at the 

J^GSOX Assizes on a charge of witchcraft. Over the whole 

period 1560-1680 witchcraft indictments constituted norne 

five per cent of all the criminal proceedings at this 

court* In the years 1580-89, a hundred and «i ;hteeii 

of the total o90 indictments ior all offences concornod

1. 'lvne number of indict'.ierits for all ofi'encee. at the Er,sox 
Assizes varied between ?0 and 80 per -*5sise; it averaged 
about 90 per year to 1600,100 par year to 1680.
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j7rosecutiona. 'Cue trial oi' './ibchovaft :a.s sucond oaly 

in it3 frequency fc^ L v ,e trial of thieves -it t;ia ^3sex
",<->!.., "T4- * r*~i "" i.- 1 rt n -" "> '^•v' •{••

"if oantral imi)ortarico« ^s hay been d<

•jhere i/are x'c;w voars when indiawiientj did not occur. 

when wa renejiboi1 t-i .t Asaiao yroGocaiioiiO ./ex-vi only 

tit' 1 barest uiuiiaar^- of the ouspici^nc, it will "be realised 

that ui toiler*.- .Ct iae^.s -/ore of C'^inideriible everyday
>

:.L.;;Grtar.ce in ^isex.

iv'ot all tho3o accursed of .-d.tchcra.ft i.sro foanr? spji^ty 

On twenty-four occafeions tue ^rc-uid Jury refused to 'find 1 

the "hill of prcssant~.ent and returned a verdict of 

Ig:iipra^r3. Ho coij^lete rejections of bills occurred

'oro 16^-7 • In tlie years after 16-^7 the total number 

of presentments for witchcreft decreased rapidly; 

altogetliBi* tJiere \,T ere only thirty-nine 'between 164-7-1680. 

let twenty of these were rcjecced as I^ncivjiiaub. ivhis 

reflected a ^reat chent'je in the attitude ci' the minor 

gentry of who rn this J u:ry v/a ^ conposcd. ^Louch, as we 

s>iall see, this w??s paralleled b;, a grcvdiif reluctance

1* One bill was rejected as 'insufficient' in 1>79; 
thj-ee others were pronounced lRnojc^:uus with repaid to one 
of the two people jointly prosecuted, "but found to be 
brue concerninr the other. !̂he cases -re I;i2, 227, 272,



on the part of the Petty Jury to find accused persons 

guilty of witchcraft, it was, in itself, an important 

factor in the decline of witchcraft prosecutions in 

Essex.

Unfortunately it is Impossible to assess from the

Assize records how many people confessed or pleaded guilty.
1 

Fron the indictments we learn of only seven who confessed,

but comparison with the witchcraft pamphlets reveals that
2 a much larger nunber of suspects admitted their guilt.

Probably more accurately recorded were the cases v/here 

the accused pleaded pregnancy, theoretically this only 

delayed the execution of the sentence.* Only five women

are known to have made such a plea when charged with
4 witchcraft at tho -^ssex ^ssizes.

Witnesses to the indictments are na^ed from. 1600 on. 

From that date they appear on nearly all the bills,varying 

in number between one and six. Occasionally the surname 

of a witness is the same as that of the accused,^ and there

1 Cases 17-19*165,201,683,742; Ewen I,pp.59-60 discusses 
confession*

2. tfor example,the Assize indictments only note one of the 
women as confessing in 1582(case 165),yet the pamphlet of 
that year shows that at least 5 confessed at the Lent -^ai

3. In one case it may have saved the accused:though guilty 
of capital bewitching to death,Avice ^ony pleaded pregnant, 
was reprieved,and was still alive,though in prison, a year 
later,leases 286-7);see also 58-61.

4. Cases 3-5,61,286-7, 347-8, 493-6.
5. I''or example in 499.
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if 164-5 is excepted, took place in 1626, and there were 

only three imprisonments, again excepting 164-5, for this 

offence after 1620. -This tends to emphasize the Elizabethan 

period as the harshest for suspected witches and to 

isolate t.'ie 164-5 trial as quite exceptional. After 1620 

the percentage of acquittals rose enormously.

Imprisonment of guilty witches theoretically lasted
i 

a year. 4" The dismal conditions of the prisons, however,

meant that a numberof those serving a prison sentence, or
3 awaiting execution, died of gaol faver. In Iiisoex we

know that at least tiiirty-3ix accused witches died of 

illness in goal. This added another thirty-two to these 

already condemned tu die by execution. In all some 

one hundred and ten people are known to have died ori an 

accusation of black witchcraft tried at the iissex Assizes*

Although enough of the -^sex Assize records remain
4. 

for the statistics from them to be reasonably helpful, it

may be wondered . ow many people tcled for witchcraft at this

1. tfor the graphical demonstration of the verdicts and 
punishments in Assize witchcraft cases, see Diagram 3»on 
the previous page.

2. ^ometimes they seem to have been in prison longer;.for an f. 
imprisonment lasting up to 6 years, see case 160.

3. Uwen I,p.2? discusses the conditions in an Elizabethan 
gaolj for a more general description see ^ha'respeare in His 
Own ^e, ed. A.Micoll(Shakespeare > : urvey, 1? 11954-') , cii. 7 • <->eatli 
by 'divine visitation 1 in Jo.-1 Chester gaol was recorded in the 
iissex coroner's inquisitions,now deposited with records of 
the Kind's Bench( for a discussion of these records.see p. 77 
belowJL Between 1560-1603 tfome 14-2 prisoners died of g
fever in ^olchester ;^aol,according to these inquitiition
4. 4-3 out of ;>4-0 -^.-vjex ^SS±ZQ files between 1560-1679 
completely iniusinijjfor tlieir conparative suiwival see 

1.
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court are not known to us through the loss of documents. 
More generally, there is the problem of what percentage 
of the suspicions in the ^ssex country-side rew so 
strong that people took the matter to court. A comparison 
of Assize records with other evidence provides a rough 
answer to these questions. ^hne Quarter sessions records, 
we have seen, include eight black witches who do not 
appear at the Assizes: in other words, <just over three- 
quarters of the suspected black witches appear at the 
higher court. Coroner's inquisitions on deaths in 
Colchester gaol give the names of twenty-one persons 
accused of witchcraft dying in ftaol 1560-1603. Of these, 
some fifteen appear in the Assize records. If we include 
four women who were almost certainly in prison on a charge 
of witchcraft, we find that Assize records only contain 
some two-thirds of those who were actually imprisoned 
for witchcraft and died of plague. Fron the above 
comparisons, and from incidental references to people
sent to the Assizes who do not appear in tiie surving

j 
documents/"it would be a conservative estimate to suggest
that the 291 people whom we know were prosecuted at the 
Assizes for "black witchcraft were only some seventy-five 
per cent of those actually indicted, <.e might therefore
1. Cases 1187-H90.
2. #or example, ease llj^.^ee ^ase 1122 for a woman who died on the way to the A



expect a total of nearly 400 black witches in S 

Furthermore, a comparison with those prosecuted at the 

other Essex courts, particularly the ecclesiastical ones, 

and with the witchcraft pamphlets, considerably extends 

the actual nimber ®f witches believed to live in ^ssex* 

Comparison with the pamphlet?!, for example, suggests 

that one in four of those strongly suspected of witch­ 

craft in Essex villages were never taken to court at all. 

Furthermore, it becomes evident that tho rr'ore than $00 

indictments, or over 650 if these are only three-quarters

of the actual total, are only some one-third of the
2actual accusations made at the -^ssize court, A specu­ 

lative Ibotal of 4OO accused witches, charged with over 

1,50Q crimes, of which some 650 were turned into indictnents, 

seems probable for the Essex Assize courts as a whole 4 

•Wen this was only the projecting surface of far more 

widespread, suspicions.

1. >>ee p. 71 below.
2. tfor frtn? evidence of this statement see p. 94 below
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CHAPTER 4.

witchcraft prosecutions ail the Church: evidence 
from the ecclesiastical records•

Between l^Go and 1680 some two hundred and thirty 

men and women from -^SBOX are known to have been 

presented at the ecclesiastical courts for offences 

related to witchcraft arid sorcery. •*-ew of these cases 

have previously been printed. U. together they constitute 

more ecclesiastical cases than have been discovered in

printed sources for the whole of the rest of inland
^ for t"iat period. evidence from ecclesiastical cases

provides important Information on a number of problems: 

the efforts to counter the power of a witch and the 

methods and nuubers of cunning folk; the characters 

and motives of suspected witches; the geographical and 

temporal distribution of accusations against suspected 

witches. »ost of those problems will be discussed 

later. The :; iiu of this chapter is to c;ive a brief 

account of the jurisdiction and procedure of ecclesiastical 

courts in witchcraft cases, anci a broad outline of the 

types of offence and numb or of c ses wLidi curie before 

such courts.

iliere were fcjoveral overlapping ecclesiastical 

jurisOlotions in -k^sex. i'he :iore important v:ere tiiose 

of tlie bishop of London arid the archdoacons of idddlosex,

1. oee pace 309for a suuiiary of Imglish occlealastical 
cases. Only a small proportion of the ecclesiastical 
records have, of course, been printed.



Colchester, and ~ssex* lie Bishop had two courts, 

that of his Coi^iissary in &ssex and .uertfordsnire, 

and his Consistory, -he fonaer covered about one 

hundred villages in 2nsex; only eight witchcraft or 

sorcery cases were discovered in tuis source, but 

growing accessibility of the material will almost 

certainly furnish new cases, similarly, the nineteen 

cases so far encountered in the Consistory Court records

probably only constitute a fraction of all the witch-
'-> 

craft and sorcery cases tried there.*"

A north—western strip of x,ssex, covering a little 

under a quarter of the county lay within the Archdeaconry 

of Middlesex. Unfortunately, no pre-1660 court records 

have survived for this area* consequently, a region 

which was one of dense prosecutions according to the 

Assize records, has few relevant archdeaconry records* 

There are no recorded witchcraft cases froia this source* 

iiuch more fortunate in tne survival of its records was 

the Archdeaconry of ^olchester wuich covered the north­ 

east, and a small strip in the north-west, of ^ssex. 

The records start effectively in 1575 and a hundred 

and seventeen cases of witchcraft and sorcery have been

1. These are shown on Hap 7, before page 68.

2* All the cases referred to in this chapter will be 
found in abbreviated for.i in the appendix; the 
Consistory and Co^ii<jsary material io ^,iven in 
oases llli-112V and 1126-1133.



discovered in thea. Likewise , the Archdeaconry of 

-*ssex, coverin the southern half of ~3sex, has many 

surviving records for this perio U ±l\ey start in bulk 

sono ten years before those of oolcfrester re -icoiiry

and there are a uun/rod ai.d twenty-six -v ••..-:" -" — 

craft and sorcery in them.'' In uotu t ...^ archdeaconries, 

almost without exce.vtion, 1; io cases are to be found in 

the detection or 'Act* hooks, arising out of church­ 

warden's presentments in answer to articles of visitation 

from the archdeacon or bishop.

Enquiries cone online suspected witchcraft and 

•OMftxy were included in both the ?oyal -Articles of 1>59

and Archbishop Jftureer's Articles for -the rovince of
p Canterbury in 1560, -ithin the diocese of London, in

which -^ssex v/as situated, it was usual to make such an 

enquiry in the second half o.C the eixteenth century. 

In 155^ the ^atnolie bi f ; . )p f .Honnor t had eiiquired 

'whether there be anv tliat do UBO charma f witchcraft f 

sorcery, enchantments, false aoothsayin?'-TJ f or ?iny 

such-like tiling * and simj.lar questions were asked in 

1571, 15?V and 1586. In 1571 Bishop ^andys aaked for 

the presentment of '^n^' that ueeth sorcery, witchcraft, 

enchantments, incantations, charms, unlawful prayers, or 

invocations in uatin 1 .^ i'Uis was repeated, wore! for
1. Cases 9'Jl-HOft and 861-986 in tl-.e ap:>endix.
2. Visitation articles and InJuiictioas of +:1 & f!eriod of 
the .efor--ation, <vi..;. % I«Fr«re(^lculn Jlub v >c oio.13,
xvi ,1'jr-j;,^,. 5t i . •
^. .rtlclee and Injuii^ ..IJIIG, ed. ^'rc.- -o, - oi ^,D, 
Vol. XVI, p.
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word, in 1^77 and 153f> with the addition of 'and 

namely rnidwyves in the time of woineris travayle of 

childe. And whether any do resort to any such for 

helpe or counsayle, and w-^at be their names'. -utv : 

wording ou^^ests that the authorities were especially 

interested in white witchcraft. In 1601 a new wording 

was used in which reference was r-iade to witchcraft 

'punishable by the ecclesiasticall lav/es', thereby 

implying that ecclesiastical and secular courts dealt 

with different branches of witchcraft. ^uch a division 

was explicitly stated in tho 1628 set of Articles, 

after witchcraft Iiad been omitted entirely from b 

of 1612 and 1615. In 1628 the bishop enquired

you any in your j/arioh, which have used any 
inohantments, soi»ceries, witchcrafts, or iiicantatiu.au, 
which are not made felony 0.7 tho statutes of this 
iiealine, or any Charmes; or wuich do resort to 
any such for helpe or UounsellV '

years later this was repeated In a new eel; of 

articles, but it was for the last tiiue; in 1640 and 1664- 

there was no mention of witchcraft, ^or was witchcraft

mentioned in the articles for the Bishop's Commissary in
<\ 

^esex and Hertfordshire in 162>.

I'he only surviving ^lisabethan archdeaconry 

articles covering -^^sex are for the Archdeaconry of 

liiddlesex in 1532. In article 27 it was asked

British i-useum



'Whether there bee anye nan or woman in your pariah 
that useth witchcraft, cq^niuring, southsaying,channes, 
or unlawful Prayers or invocations in Latin or on^lish 
for or uxjon any Christian bodie, or beast, and what be 
their names, or anye that do go or seeke for helpe at 
such sorcerers handes?'

None of the three early sets of articles for Colchester 

Archdeaconry, issued in 1607, 1631 and 1633, contain 

anything concerning witchcraft. Likewise, only the 

first of the Archdeaconry of ^ssex articles, lists of 

which survive for 1610, 1615, 1635, 1636, 1639 and 16?2,

mentions this offence; the wording is exactly the same
1as that in the 15B2 iiiddlesex article quoted above.

The impression is, therefore, that it beca.no increasingly 

unusual to enquire about this offence some time in the 

early years of the seventeenth century, and that there 

was a recognition of the jurisdiction of the secular 

courts in offences laid down by the ^tatute of 1604. 

It will be seen that such a change in the enquiries

exactly coincided wit'i a rapid decline in presentations
p for witchcraft anc" sorcery after 1605.

3 f The location of these sets of articles is t ;iven in 
the bibliography, p. 389.

2* oome offences, for instance attempting to heal a 
person by magical means, remained vrithin the 
jurisdiction of the ecclesiastical courts after 
1604 since they were not made offences by the 
^tatute of that year.



Accusations of alleged witchcraft mi ;ht appear
1 before the ecclesiastical courts in two fonufi. firstly

there were causes of 'office 1 , disciplinary proceedings 

usually resulting from the presentation of offenders 

by incumbents and church-wardens. I'hase 'detections' 

were written in an 'Act* book, as it was culled in ,osex, 

before the court sat , and were in answer to the sets of 

visitation articles discus cad above. If the accused 

appeared, a scribbled susoiuary was :-:ade by the clerk. 

Witchcraft mi^ht also appear in 'instance* cases, that 

is in prosecutions directly between plaintiff and 

defendant equivalent to modern civil suits. In the 

latter, witchcraft appeared infrequently u^ci indirectly 

as one of the forms of libel in the frequent defalcation 

cases* Defamation cases have been included in this 

study since they extend our knowledge concerning with- 

craft beliefs. In some respects, however, they are the 

reverse of normal pro a editions since it was not the 

suspecbed witcb. but her accuser who was presented at

court.

Nearly all the known -nsex witchcraft and sorcery 

caseo in ecclesiastical records arose out of churchwarden's

1. ^his account of ecclesiastical court procedure ic 
based on the following authorities as well as tne actual 
court records: xi.ii.Brinl: worth, ' x'hc ^tudy and Uso of 
^rcudeacoii ' s Court -ecurds', I'rans.-tcQy^iiist* 'OC« « ^-tli 
serf , xxv (194-3); Joiin -'•-dr?--r, ;.J}\e ^chdeacon and >cclias- 
tioal iiibci^line in Yor" /o^ ...ly;; -lr^i .('^o: ' 
Institute publications, 24, 1*3^5): leen li-ijo-.:, ' 'he 
Lincoln ^iocesan Records' 9 '^rcaic. » - ^0.7 . :i iit • o c . » 4^th 3er. 
xxii



presentments at the Archdeaconry courts. This court 

net at intervals of just over a month, '^iie first 

recorded stage was the detection, usually on the basis 

of 'cosmon fane 1 or rumour, by incumbent and church­ 

wardens* Thus the attitude of the churchwardens to

witchcraft and sorcery was of considerable importance
Iin determining the extent of presentments. If tae

accused repeatedly refused to appear at bhe court he 

or she was pronounced contumacious and was exco iuni-**j

p cated. Usually those accused of witchcraft or sorcery

denied the accusation and were ordered to 'p^r^e*
"•*) 

themselves. ^Ursation consisted of a process whereby

the accused brought a number of 'honest neighbours f f 

usually three or four, who swore an oath that the 

denial of guilt by the accused was true. uccessful 

purgation meant that the accused was restored to his 

or her former good reputation. 'Jhis occurred in six 

witchcraft cases, while ten suspected witches

failed to purge themselves through the refusal of their 

neighbours to support then* xlms a person's guilt 

or innocence depended largely on the attitude of his or

1. I^or examples of church v;arde.n.3 presenting out of personal 
malice or beinr; themselves presented for not detecting 
witches see cases 970, 1C6;5*
2. For example, in case 951*
3» An exception was case 920 where a /.an was detected 'to 
be a witohe by his own confession 1 .
^.. In all, we know of some 4-2 accused witc js v/ho v;ere 
ordered to pur^e tiie:aselvoa f but in ouly theae 16 cases 
has the result been found.



neighbours. Presented because of a • eneral rumour, 

the individual could only be cleared if supported by 

a group of fellow villa^srs.

If the offence was admitted or purgation failed, 

the accused was ordered to do public penance, t-ut ia 

to confess and promise amendment of life in front of 

the other villagers. I1his was usually on a -Juiiday in 

the parish church and the accused wore a white sheet 

and carried a white wand. For example, a wo^an was 

ordered to 'penitentlie confesse that she is hartelie

sorrie for that she oath yeven vehement suspicion of
M

wichecraffce anci ,, I eyerie. Having asKed for the forgive­ 

ness of God and of her neighbours , the accused was

dismissed after payment of fees and ,>i-o;luction of a
p certificate of a corvplei.ed penance. ~

2hree aajor types of offence nay be distinguished 

fron the presentments; those accused fur *witchcraft 

and sorcery f , those for white witchcraft, and those for 

iidno a- person as a witch* It is not always DOB Bible

1. Case 910; details of the confession have been omitted 
in the appendix, that in 1001 being particularly long 
and interesting.
2. i*he payuent of fees, which is some tines recorded, has 
been omitted in the appendix, l-ur^ition could be costly; 
for instance in case 917» after successfull purgation, 
a woman owed 7s.9d. ^he v/ar :ui{j to certify to tne 
performance of tiie penance iG also oriitted in the a>)--»endix«



to distinguish with absolute certainty bstwee-u

of case or to fit cases neatly into these categories,

but bhe following table indicates the general pattern

T- 4: Orreiices related to witc -..^_JiIisL. "^ 
ecclesiastical courts,

Type of Offence Total hx 
'witchcraft and sorcery* 135 922 
Being a sorcerer

xrorking with a 'sieve and shears 1 5
•casting a figure 1 1
'soothsaicr^forediviner 1 1 -r :65
finding; lost isoods by maijic 4 1079
healing by magic 6 G73
unspecified _ 8 977	""

(TO ing to sorcerers
for bewitched humans/aninale 5 957
for lost goods 12 898
for help in sickness 5 ^75
unspecified 16 1073"15

Individual sorcery
"being present at a nagical cerenony 1 991 
anti-witchcraft nagic (burning

an animal) 3 983 
love magic 2 1025

o
Miscellaneous

'wishes herself a witch for revenge 1 1 9^4-
c illing her vicar a witch 1 1135
del'arsation _ 22 959

T

In all, if we count persons rather than 

•owe two hundred and thirty people are known to have 

been accused of some activity related to witchcraft. 

1. '?his refers to the number of a case in ti:e ax.vondix«
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Of these, taore than half were accused of the ambiguous 

'sorcery and witchcraft f . ?ror". other court records we

learn that at least twenty-five of these were suspected
/I

'blaclr.' witches, arid in some other cases the wording

of the presentment su;; estc that the accused was thought

to be an evil witch, for example Joan t :'age was admitted
p to be 'develislie of her ton^e 1 . Although thin cannot

b« proved, the general impression is that over half1 

the cases that came before the ecclesiastical courts 

concerned v/oiaen suspected to bo snalefic.•„•..« witches* 

I'he actual number of persons accused, rather than those 

discovered in the surviving records, nuct also remain 

at a speculative level, -aking into account the missing 

and inaccessible records, it would probably be no 

exaggeration to r?u:.-'*eot that upwards of three liunclred 

and fifty persons were accused of activities conjiected 

with witchcraft and sorcery at the ^ssex ecclesiastical 

courts botvfeen 1560-1680.

he temporal distribution of ecclociastical court 

accusations is plotted in Diagram 4. ->1rom this dii, v ..ij'i 

it will be apparent that nearly all uhe cases occurred 

between 1;>72 and 1602. -"ore th^x -ial.f uf tlien. occurrt:^ 

between 13-30-1592. No cases after 1611 have beon 

discovered in the ^olchester ^archdeaconry rocords f tiioo^h

1. i«'or exa-ple, cases 94-7/114-3» I0b4/16'7 f 1049/269 are 
pairs froiu ecclesiastical and oti).er sourcea,

2. Oaae 1024.



there are five cases after 1620 in the ^ssex Arch-
'] 

deaconry arid ^onaistory wourt records. It has

already been surest ed that a major reason for this 

rapid decline in the early seventeenth century was 

the recognition that no at witchcraft offences caie 

under the 1604 -tatute and should therefore 'be tidied 

at the secular courts. 2o a certain extent, the 

diagram is influenced by the comparative survive! o±' 

records; for example the peaks in 15&6 and 1G05 reflect 

the survival of two detailed court books. Nevertheless, 

there can be no doubt that the peak of accusations 

was ir. the later part of Elizabeth's reign and that 

there was a rapid decline after 1G05» ilie proportion 

of unmistakable cases of sorcery also increased as 

time went on; this may reflect the growing recognition 

.^. secular Jurisdiction over black witchcraft already 

sut&ested. -MiQ peak of accusations was in 1^39 with 

twenty witchcraft and two sorcery cases. -ince cases 

were deferred from one court to the next, the general 

impression is of an even greater amount of interest in 

witchcraft presentments, --t the peair period, witchcraft 

and sorcery were aiaonf$ the most ooiiimon offences at the
p ecclesiastical courts.

2. On p. 115 below the percenta^;e of ecclesiastical
bu: ineas concerned with this offence in three villages 
is shown in tabular foe i.
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MAP 7

Witchcraft and sorcery accusations
at 'the ""ecclesiastical courts . 1560-1640.

key:
-t- = unknown whether witchcraft/sorcery 
X = sorcery

= going to a sorcerer in another villao-e
• = witchcraft v >

= for defaming a person as a witch 
(signs joined by a line mean that one person 
was accused in more than one year. )
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{geographical distribution of cases is shown 

in nap 7» *'ro (n this it can oe seen that presentments 

are to be found wherever i>eoords nave survived, if 

there is any pattern at ^li t it is one of an emphasis 

on sorcery in the south-wost and on witcncraft in the 

east and north. <-Ver one hundred and twenty-five- places 

or more than 25 per cent of all ^osex villages, were 

involved in some way with presentruents, despite the 

absence of early ^iddlesex .vrcriueaconry an ot icr 

records* i?rort the inset to hap 7, which showa th 

distribution of presentments until 1569»we see that 

cases first a peax^ed in the area near ^helmsi'ord as in 

the early ^ssize records.

x'here does not seem to have been any obvious 

correlation, between tue amount of presentments for 

witchcraft and sorcery and the i>ersonali by of tho 

ecclebiastical jucL^ea. ^or exaitple, in tho archdeaconry 

of ^olchester the last presontnent occurred iri 1611, 

yet Oeor;;:e -ibb.ers rernairieu. archdeacon until 1617, ex 

position no bad held since 157^. Thus the considerable 

variations in the presentments all occurred ult in 

the time of his appointment. Althouish the most notorious 

male witch in -ssex lived in banbury, of which ^"eor e 

Withers was rector, there is iiolihint; to co;m.ect Withers
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with this or any other witchcraft case. Similarly,

presentments for witchcraft and sorcery in the Arch­ 

deaconry of -.ssex were iaade before six different arch­ 

deacons. -he rirst of these, .':' yomas ^ole, who held 

the office from 1559-1571 » is luiown to have examined

witches and even presided at a trial of -../itches at the
o 

Assizes. 1" A Ilarian exile and .oeforuer, it mi^ht be

argued that he liad a special interest in witchcraft, 

but presentments did not subside, but, rather, increased, 

under his successors John .-..Iker and ..illiam ^abor. 

These tw- held office £rou 1571 to 1^35 and 1^35-1602 

respectively, an-1 were followed by amuel I^arsnet.

-larsnet nay liave been a moderating iiJTluonce since he 

v/as currentl/ en^a^ed in a. coiitrovera,-- u'ith tLo exorcist 

Jolm warrell and is known to have had extronely sceptical 

views on the possibility of v/itclicraft*^ Juring the

1. -he ^anbury uale witcli appears, for exaikple, in cases 
24-1, 250, 253* lj^iis account of the ecclesiastical 
officials is based on ^ewcourt, ^epertoriuR, i^?J>,92. 
^aere are useful accounts of U^le and .iarsnet in the
D • u • B •

2. In case 794- a witch was sa..id to liave fled 'upon her 
corifessyoti before i*r« archdeacon ^ole 1 and tlio 1566
-'arrohlet ntates that sorae of trie -^nize cases were ti-ied 
before
5« ^arsnet's works on witchcraft aud possible influence 
on trials are outlined on p. 101 below.



period 1603-1609, when he was archde ucon f four cases, 

all concerning supposed o._acu: witc .craft, were presented;
A

three of then were disiaissed. But, aa we Iia\/9 seen, 

the -oGex archdeaconry was not peculiar iri witnessing 

a decline of presentments at this period. In fact, 

under -iarfj.uet * s successors, ^eor^e Goldman arid Miward 

Layfield, presentments continued to appear l^n^ after 

they had ceased in the •IrcivTsaconry of -ol Chester.

Throughout the period there was a certain aiaouiit 

of overla _;in^ of witchcraft and sorcery cases between 

the ecclesiastical and secular courts* I'went.r-two of 

those ac iu;ed at the ecclesiastical courts - •••eared 

charged with witchcraft at tho --s.^izer., another three 

in the 3orouL';h and uarter versions records. : ->ne

person accused at an ecclesiastical court died on the
2 way to the ^s seizes. Usually £bfi accused appeared at

the *»-s^izos between tiiree rid twelve months after 

appearing; at the ecclesiastical court, t iou;v we ccinnot 

"be certain tiiat they wore sent fro;: one to t. o oLuer* 

On three occasions the GccleGiastiical ^renerit^ont tools- 

place after the secular trial had firii;jreci; in two of

these the gap of twenty years and ten years susfjeats that
3suspicions had JL--J— omerjad a^.A a new case had been od.

1. Cases 970-4.
2.

. tie weny ,/o.a- ... ^ -o^ 4 ;oori iii 
(Joan osbornej, that u ,.' ten years belwwuii G ses 16> 
and 1084 ( ^nos card;.
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On only one occasion did the accused 3. pear siinul-
^taneously at both courts. i^qualiy rare vr s the

case of a transition .from an accusation i'or 'U 

sorcery 1 at the ecclesiastical courts to inelictnent,

six yearn later, for bewitching huuans t.ried at the
p Assizes. & comparison of ^ssiae and ecclesiastical

courts, and those presented at then, confirms the view 

that witchcraft beliefs arid prosecutions were far more 

widespread than any ono net o:!.' records would surest. 

Only about one in fifteen of those accused of: -witchcraft 

at the ^snizes appeared at the ecclesiastical courts 

and approximately only one i.u ei^jht of t..j~-ie -^woused 

nt the ecclesiastical courts a —.oar elGOv/hore« Respite 

the fact that we have two loriip lists of people suspected 

in connection with witchcraft, there is little over­ 

lapping.

1. tfases 269 and 104-9 (Joan

2. ^.v,;:.-es 4-6 and o73» noted in -wen I, p.l;25. Jhis 
is the only case of such a transition to have 
been found in ~-ssex court :naterial.



GHAPPi-IR 5.

Essex witchcraft prosecutions in borough and central records, 

a) Borough records.

widespread nature of uitc^rtrvft or o : editions 

in &ssex villages has already been demonstrated. It 

remains to be seen how far K ch prosecutions were a rural 

phenomenon, or whether suspicions ware .jutst aw strong 

in the towns of ^ssex whose borou L records survive.

oome twenty— five persons are Icnown to ziave been accused
1in the borough courts of ^aldon, Jolchoster and Harwich.

Several other towns, for instance ^helrnsfcrd, ~<rentwood, 

find Braiiitree, had no borougli courts: the nuLiuer of 

witchcraft prosecutions fron them, tidied at the Assizes, 

does not surest that witchcraft accusations were
2 different in intensity according to the sir^e of the tovjn.

•^ nunber of iialdori witclic.raft caoe^ u ao.red at
—T 

Othe -sGiso and ecclesiastical courts.^ -he borough court 

records add details concerning the activities of a 

group of treasure-seekers in 1591 who used iaar-:ic and 

consulted -^r.^ee. ^hc co^ibined infor latioii concerning

1. -i.liere is a comparison &£ - '-asex and ^npr 
witchcraft capes on p.307 belov/. ilhaj<:ted and -»reat Dunnow, 
thour;;i chartered boroughs, have no criminal court records 
for the period.
2. ^ee Hap 1 for cases fro^. these towns.
3. -i-he followiiitj i.aldon o <,,es occurred i.: o ;:icr t}».nji 
borough records: 67-9,119» 670, 9^-7,9^, 12 Ju. 4io i-aldon 
borough cases a:?e Il;il-ll ; t5«



I-ialdon witchcraft to be derived from a pamphlet 

account and the informations a^inst Margaret <'iseman 

in the L jrou^ii records ,n;ivec us a consideraole insight 

into the situation in t* .?.n town. -part ffo.-. ,^ 

reference to a broom which ^ynterioii^ly swept "by 

itself, it s p? ems that beliefs about witches were not 

essentially different hore to those in nearby villc^jos: 

there were the sane fears of "beln<} u arced after 

ouarrelli-ar, with a neighbour, ojic. tb.o H.T •& S'.';all, 

evil-loo kinrj, animals . raldon has an especial interest 

as the home of Creorge Gifford whose v/orks are of such 

iiipurucuice for the study of --ot;ex v/ibc-^orai't. ^ixiord 

was vicar of *11 •ai:it t s only fro;L 15o^-^ , t^->'^-h he 

was a preacher there for most of the period until tho 

end of the century. '"here is nothing to connect him 

directly \;ith tho prj^ecucions of 157^, 1579 and 1592. 

^everthele^G, it seercs more than likely b "it some of 

his material v.ras drawn fron these accusations, and it 

may be no re than a coincidence that hi'; greatest work 

on the subject, fcho ^ia^^ue __ :^ ; 'itcliea and 

.*itchcraft3, should li^.v^ ; ::-en published in I!7j5» ^

year after the Ion and controvorsial. trials of har^aret
*

Wiseiiian both at the borough and eccleairvotic-'il courts.

1. i'here is a description of Gix ford's worhs on 
witchcraft on p. 104 belov;; for ^isenan, GOG cases 

, 1145, 1075.
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Roughly similar to naldori, both in siae and in 

its coastal position, was Harwich. i'here is no 

evidence that its borough court was active before 1601, 

but between that date and 1645 at least thirteen Harwich

residents f two of them aen and tiie rest wo^en, are
^known to have been accused ox witchcraft there. Xhe

five accusations which took place in 1601 all ended in 

verdicts of guilty and an order that the suspects be 

executed. Other woaen were sentenced to execution in 

1606 and 1619* Unlike i^aldon, therefore, the borough 

authorities inflicted the death penalty. -.^s well as 

the indictments and i^ecognizances there are two long 

depositions against suspected witches in 161B and 1653* 

Both show that behind the prosecutions lay the same 

beliefs as we s}.iall find in the villages: that the witch 

acted out of Malice after bein^ refused something! that 

she employed sioall animals to carry her evil power, that 

she caused violent and sudden illness. teflectin,; the 

position of tarwich as a port, there was a preponderance 

of sailors as victims of witchcraft.

Only a third of the Elizabethan sensioiu:; rollo for 

Colchester borough court have survived, ^oiae eight

suspected witches, all but one of them women, wore_____
1. Harwich cases ore listed in the appendix as iiuiubors 
1144—1163. ^ther Harwich women, were sent to the -^j 
in cases 560 (a-d), 5B6, 5&& and in case 1219 we hear 
of a woman in Harwich p;aol on suspicion of witchcraft 
in
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"I
discovered in these records, i*one of these appears

to have been sentenced to execution, though at least 

two were imprisoned f r a year and made to appear in 

the stocks, '^hree of these eight had previously been 

accused at the ecclesiastical courts, thou, ,i none oi' them 

appears in the assize records. -L'here is a reference,

however, in an A.ssize trial pamphlet of 15>32 to a
2 Golcheuter nan who received a familiar from another witch.

•'•he examinations of witches and witnesses reveal many 

interesting details, among them the suspicion of ^lexander 

Bradock, sure eon, and **arcol ^.jodwyn, physician, of
-»

Colchester.^ '^he fear of x/itches, and beliefs concerning 

their familiars and their evil activities, seem to have 

been both widespread and very similar to those in other 

parts of -tinsex. 

b) Central Courts.

:->nly four witchcraft cases frori -^ssex have been 

discovered in the -tar Chamber recordsj these are 

all from the rei(jn of Jaiaes 1. x'he practically unexplored 

Elizabethan records almost certainly contain a few more 

cases, but the bulk of such a source makes a search

1. Oases 1164-1176.
2. 1532 Pamphlet, sig.^2.
3. i*he latter was almost certainly the cunning nan 
'^oodin of Colchester 1 to whom a man sent in 159& (case 
1096), and whose will is to be found at Chelmsford. 
(i£.:.-i.D. f '0/A.CW 7/125). .<:v>.ere is no reference to Magical 
equipinent in the will.



impracticable until thore is an index. 1 Only one ol 

the four ^-3£;ex cases a pears in other j^sex records, 

this concer.ied -^dv/in iladdesley who, a year after bein^; 

accusod of trying to use his 'magik glasse, or fanilier 

and coniuring glasse 1 to secure his release from a 

charge of deer-atoalin^, was accused at the Ar^isse^ for 

bewitching two people.*" In none of tho cases was the 

charge merely witchcraft, i'or exainple» in the first, 

the charge was fraud, count erf oitin ; the syiiptons of 

being bewitched to earn money from sympathisers. j-ne 

second case, we have seen, mainly concerned de:er- stealing 

and assault. In the third, the vicar of •adwiriter 

believed that his enemies, in an atte.ipt to ouat him 

from his living, had conjured up 'fearfull and u^lie 

shapes and formes of evill spiritts or di villa 1 . 

!£he final case was a dispute over property; witchcraft 

only appeared incidentally as one of the nouns thereby a 

man v/as driven mad and hence gave away his land.

'•^he records of the King's, or, in tho Elizabethan 

period, ^ueen's, Bench are primarily of interest to the 

student of witchcraft because they contain coroner's

1. I^ysex cases are 1181-11U4 in the appendix,
are 110 sorcery cases in tho selections arid calendars
for the period 1^77-lGOJ listed in tho bibliography, p. 385
2. ^ases 438-9-
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A
inquests. l*hese inquests were often on prisoners

who Iiad died in ^ol Chester gaol and anon^; then are 

a number of suspected witches. x>ne fourteen persons 

whose indictments are to be found in the >-ssiz,e records 

died in jjrison between 1560-1603, but we also learn 

the names of six witches who do not appear in other

records and another four who were also, .Inost certainly,
2 incarcerated for witchcraft. Of the thirty-five accused

women in 164-5, at least nine iiad died of gaol fever or 

old age by 164-7* AS well us the inquisitions, we find 

three more obvious witc" craft cases. One already in 

print, was a slander case in 1612, but the other two 

have not been included in ;he list of cases since the,/ 

are identical to cases at the ^seizes* A'he first, in 

1561, concerned John oamon of -'anbury and was transferred 

by writ to the Assizes where it was tried in the same 

year, llie second case was that of -draund iiansell, 

accused at the ^SHlaes in 15&4 of burning a barn by

1« where the inquest refers to a person already known 
to be a witch from other records, the reference io 
t ;iverx aloiigiside "che previous caae, as in case 335 • 
Otherwise, unknown cases are listed as numbers 1135— 1195*
2* oiiice the offence for which a person was committed 
is not always given, it is impossible to bo certain 
whether some individuals were witches* i'Tobable cases, 
with the reasons Tor thinking that they were witches, 
are civen in cases 1187-1190.



•magic art ' , a charge which ca ie up in identical

form at the ueen's Bench tlio following year; there
-i 

is no recorded vexMict.

Only infrequently do we find inferences to v;itch- 

craft in the ^tate capers, in the seventeenth century 

there are a number of pardons granted to suspected 

witches in various parts of -^n^larid, but none of these 

aro fron -noex. '^he only two -^csex eases concern a

^at-.olic priest who, in 1561, was examined for

taking masses in .^ssex and for love magic in 'i lire,
2 and a case or treasure-so eking by magic in 157 / •

From another source, tho paper" .v " ~ ; ie iiouse s>i." aortic, 

we learn of a petition for tho pardon of nine accused 

witches in 1£45» '£his petition !.:.y have saved some 

lives, but live of the accused were still in p.rison in 

1648 and the rest had died in gaol.

ffhe l^rivy council only interve.ied in witchcraft

1. i-;or John ^ai^on see cases 1«£b; he appeal's in 
P.K.O., K.B.S), G00 $ m.l49-l?l and 602, m.209. 
rlansell was accused :bi cases 224, 225; see P,.U*0. t 
L. B. 9, 662, a.4a.
2. ^ases 1196-1197 • *'lie second of these ia continued 

in case 1199.
3. The details are included in casea 613 » 618, 624, 

629, 637, 639, CyV>, 647, 640.
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cases where there was also a suspicion of treason, 

coining, prophesying, or otner affairs of state. lniis 

intervention was infrequent before 156O, reached a 

peak between 157&-B1, and terminated in 15^9. ] All 

seven ^ssex cases concerned sorcery, rather tna:i that 

bewitc liing of one human by another which f we iiavo seen, 

formed the bulk of the ^ssize crises. *he first ^ssex 

case occurrod in 1577 when Henry Chittam was sought 

and captured for the offences of coining and conjuring; 

the verdict is uni:nown, nor has ^hittani's case been 

found in the Assize records, the court to which he was 

ordered. Another case of conjuration was ordered before 

the -triv;/ Council in 15x50, tlris overlaps with the 

treasure-seeking case of 1577 in the otate Papers. In 

the oaiae month a letter \^as sent to A^r.^arcie of

soon to become notorious as a jud^e in the trial of witches, 

to apprehend ilumfrey -oles 'for conjuration 1 ; nothing 

more is known of this c'lso. .^ithin two months another 

letter was seat by the i-rivy Council, this time ordering 

that the boy accomplice of alliam -Uondell, cojuoitted 

with liis inanter for conjuration, was to be released

unless a serious charge could be brought against hira.
•z 

^andoll was executed in 1331 • **gain in l^oO, ^iciiolas
1. For ^ssex cases see numbers 1198-1203* i^otestein, 
>*itc^craft, Appdx.C. cites nost of the -^nt;lisH cases from 
thir: nource.
2. i*'or a description of arcie's influence on witchcraft 
trials see p»91»
3. R.ilolinuhed, ^lironicles (1308 ednj ,



60

Johson was ordered to be released and examined 

concerning his sorcery, especially the 'making of her 

Majesties ^-icture in wax 1 . -?he final groun of letters 

written by the ^'rivy ^ouncil, in 1330 and 1581, concerned 

the escape of Robert Hantell alias ^ioise from Colchester 

gaol. His crime, that of pretending to be Kin* I&ward, 

would not concern us ii* it had not been for the 

activities of his accomplices in tho escape; they were 

accused 'with lev/de practices ox sorceries and conjur- 

acions 1 . Mantell was sentenced to execution at the 

Hilary Assizes 1531•

It is possible that coses of slander which involved 

calling a person a witch may be found in one courts of 

and OQ ; ;rion Hens. ->a ,,,1x11,: of these extensive
p records has not, so far, produced any ^.-3 sex cases. "

On the whole however, it seems fair to say that an 

analysis of witchcraft as represented in records deposited 

at the 'iiblic -ecord Office, exce tinr; the ^ssize records, 

would ;ive a very distorted and limited impression of 

E'-nex witchcraft. Very few of the more than five hundred 

Eosex individuals known to have been accused of witch­ 

craft or sorcery appear in central records. - To accurate 

study could be based riorely on such sources, ^or can a

1. P.H.O., Assizes
2. i^o cases were found in^eluot Jases in t?= ^ Oourt of

t ed. I.^.Leadaia (^eldon oc. v xii v i..^. - ) or
in the oourt of .^e-iuestSi 137-203 ( P . ^ . 0 . ,^.

Lists and Indexes xxi, 1963)»Mfen found a almider case in 
the Uourt of ^ociaon ileas C-wen I,iJp,2?l-G;.
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coiaprenensive list of those suspected of witchcraft 

and sore er^ bo made until the massive central records 

are f^liy indexed. Oases are atill being discovered,

for instance tf-e names of torse otherwise untui-jwn 

^ssex conjurors who were pardoned in i^bci have only 

recently a. -p eared in a ^u^siidar of -ctuent -iolls and

it a e eras likely that new cases will emerge as the
1 Calendar proceeds.

1. Case 1206. JL owe i;he reference to r-'-p.... .'-.'hoinas. 
One of the conjurors, Jo-in uentworth of tittle Horkeuley, 
was probably the «'/o?ni ^ent\/orth, ];ni.:'!it, lord of the 
manor of i/ittle iorkesley, who died on 15th ^e 
"""" or a near relation. orant, -•«•..•.;;ex, ii,



3R 6
jhe foacly3*ound to ' 1 prosecution; evidence from
the witc " • ft ))a-...j^jL

Reports of the depositions of witnesses ar* t e 

natioiis of suw^cts liave occasionally survive.. 

the forsi of popular p.- lets wnor.e titles sui ;e;dst ^ 

they were written for th-e sensation-luving -oudon literary 

market* It will "be one of the major tas;,a of l;his 

chapter to discuss how reliable thesa accounts "tre. ^liis 

IB posoible since tli©^ a I luscribe trials at the ise 

courta which can be checked against the actual inalcfceiits 

->n the other hand, the coi^arison ^^ ui^ese two sources 

allows an estiraate to be nade cjncerri:uig vhe fullness 

of the ^a^ize inciicteients. -tlie pi o.ets u jivoa 

provide three principal kinds of information, of value 

for this stua^ ; tx^ey f^ive added infur^iutioji about those 

involved in p?oy editions, their age, wealth, personality, 

and relationships; they indicate liow witchcraft was 

believed to work, the power of cur$iu. t the u&e of spells 

and familiars; they reveaj. -tue i^ouivui* ascribed to 

witcuos and the actual incident wiiich was believed to 

have pronpted the bewitching. ^ aucli tiiey are of vital 

importance in the subsequent analysis,

is fortunate in possessing five ae sailed

1. ->ee p»302below for a comparison with the p'v : leto for 
other couiiiiieo* vogize deoositiona, howorsr, •„..,) u'lrvlve 
for soiue circuits, altuou i they have been loot " > • tlie 
iowe Circuit. ^\ese contain the sai.ie decree of .._...11 as
the panniilets. >* full titleo and location of the ;x 
pamphlets are given on p. 7 above.



1?hese did not necessarily uirror the actual number

of prosecutions as may be seen in the folia-Tin" ta-le.

(Yesu
.urjsex 1560-IboO.

PS with 12 or nore indict .uezrbs f <

Year Number of , Pamphlet iear

1566
1572
1574
1576
1579 
1532
1584

4
16
15
12
13
13

35

- : 1509
1592
1593
1594

1 1601 
I 1615

! 1645

i pa. ,.t)ulel;,ur both)

*<u*.ioer of Pamphlet
indie trio rite •

19
14

13
17

P
-
-
-

12
13
50 j P (x2)

Thus v;e see tLat the year 15B4 with thirty-rive indict­ 

ments has no surviving pamphlet , w .lie l r/56 f ilta only 

four indictments, has a pamphlet account, another 

bo cilery o from 'liable 5 is that the Btate of affairs 

revealed in the pamphlets is not extraordinary, though 

it may appear so to us. Taken by themselves, yam 

accounts ;uight appear to describe isolated oirbbrea^tj of

prosecutions, jjerhaps encouraged by some particul.-jir 

crisis or witch-hunt er. Yet, irion they are co.Mpai-od to 

the kno-wTi ^ssize indictments, thoy cone to be soon r,o 

only a minute sonple of v/hat was occurring at the tinie. 

Of one hundred and sixty-three men and women who are 

knov/n to have been Indicted for witchcraft at the 

iissex Assizes between 1^60-1600, only twenty-tliree were
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described in the Elizabethan pamphlets, detailed 

though they are. Another one hundred and forty 

trials are not described. Uor, if we compare the 

descriptions in the pamphlets to those in accounts

which are as detailed, do we find them to be unrepresen-
1tative of current ideas.

•is indicated in table 5» there are ^ssex 

pamphletG for 1566, 1579, 15^2, 1539, and two for 1645. 

At least one further pamphlet is known to have existed 

but appears to have been lost. This described the 

activities of a notorious "snex witch executed in 1575 :

five indictnents against her have survived in the
p Assize records. The first &:?dex pamphlet, therefore,

describes the Assize trial in 1566. i*he cases, involving 

three women all frori the village of iiatfield x-'everel, 

came before a distinguished panel of judges including 

the queen's attorney, a later Chancellor of the ibcchequer 

and a justice of the queen's bench. £he whole pamphlet 

gives the impression that witchcraft beliefs were

1. ^or instance, the depositions in cases 1163,1170,1173 
and 1204 are very similar, as is the whole of -Clifford's 
Dialogue.
2. i!he paupulot was entitled i'he -^xariination & Confession 
of a notorious v;itch naiaed Mother -mold, alias ><hitecote, 
alias ^lastonbury* at the -vsnize of Burntwood TIT July',1574: 
who was hail ;ed for witchcraft at Barkinf^t 1573* liotestein, 
uitchcraft.p."3b6 wrongly ascribed tliis 'Burntwood' to 
^tai'fordsitire, bub tlxerecan be little doubt that, aij -wen 
(I,p. 129) noted, this rofera to J3?eiitv/ood in i^asox and the 
iridictiaents to Oecilia Olasenberye of Barking, caoes 75-79* 
i'he title is mojitioned in W. 'J.Lowndes,Biblio; ;ra ( >her' s 
Manual (183^), iv. 1967, but no further tru.ce of it has 
been found.



A
already complex and widopread,

'i'en people were prosecuted at the ^ssex <»scizGS

in 1579» '-^hey cane from widely spaced villages and
p there is no evidence that any of the cases were linked.

, therefore, can be used as a sample year; it lias 

neither a concentration of cases in one area, nor an 

extraordinary number of prosecutions. It seems fair 

to assume that if we can gain a more detailed, account 

of some of the cases so barely set out in the indict­ 

ments we could apply conclusions drawn from them to 

other years with a similar x^attern. fortunately, such 

an account is available because the Lent assizes were 

described in a contemporary paiupiilet. Of the seven

women against whom indictments were made, only four
3 appear in the pamphlet account.

^mythe, spinster, wao prosecuted at the 

Assizes for bewitching a child, -usan. ^ebbe, on the 

seventh of ^arch so that it died on the next day; she 

was found guilty. This bare outline is filled in by 

the pamphlet. I:311en confessed that, after a quarrel 

between her daughter and the daughter of JiJow ^'ebbe, 

she met young ousari and, being angry, ' ave here a blowe

1. 'Jftiose involved in this pamphlet are described in Oh. 8 .
2. »-»ee hap 5 ^or distribution of prosecutions at the 
various trials.
3. ^ases 11U-123* Elizabeth ^ra-jcls, described in the 

pamphet, ir3 o i ted in the ensuing description.



on the face, whereupon so soone as the child came houe 

she sickened, and languishyiig two daies, cried contin­ 

ually, awaie with the «/itche, awaie with the Witch, 

and so died*. I:-.mediately alter this -idow ./ebbe saw 

'a thyng like to a blacke ^ogge coo out at her doors, 

and presently at the sight thereof, she fell distraught 

of her wittes 1 . i'his second bewitching, like two other 

suspicions, did not appear as an indictment* »e also

learn that i/llen Smithe was the daughter of an earlier
'j 

fraldon witch, ^lice Ohanndley ,and that ainou:; the

witnesses was Glen's own son, a^ed thirteen years, who 

described his mother's familiars in ^reat detail.

Another woman described in the pamphlet was -..artery 

^tanton of v/imbish. In 157^ she had been found guilty 

at the juarter sessions of bewitching a gelding, xhe 

case was later tried at the Assizes bu the indictment,

probably because it failed to na^e the owner of the
2 bewitched gelding, was found insufficient. ^roa court

records alone this would a..pear to be a mild prosecution, 

but the pamphlet reveals a web of suspicions behind this 

one official accusation. Amort; the misfortunes supposedly 

inflicted by Margery's witchcraft were: tormenting a nan,

1. Alice Chaundler appeared at the Assizes in 
oases 67-9•

2. Gases 122, olO.



killing chickens, causing a woman to swell so that 

she looked pregnant and nearly burst, making cattle 

give 'gore stynking blood* instead of Liilk, naking 

a child ill, and tormenting another so that it 'fell 

into suche shrickyng and staryng, wringyn^ and writhing 

of the bodie to an fro, that all that sav/e it, were 

doubtful of the life of it*. Perhaps the raost peculiar 

effect of her wrath occurred after she had been denied 

yeast. After her departure,

1 a child in the ^radle was taken vehmentl,/ sicke f 
in a mervelous strange manor, whereupon the mother 
of the childe tooke it up in her arncsto coioforte 
it, which beyng done, the Cradle rocked of it self, 
oixe or seven tymes, in presence of one of the ^arle 
of -urries gentilnen, who seying it stabbed liia 
da^'er t) ree or fower tymea into the wradle ere it 
staied: i.erily iostyng and saioyn^;, that he would 
kill the ^evill, if he could bee rocked there 1 ,

This tyje of witchcraft act was hardly likely to appear 

in a formal indict; ient. Nor did the motives of the 

witch. In i'iargery's case she quarrelled with a nan 

who cut her face, later he grabbed sone corn she was 

carrying and tlirew it to his chickens; these promptly 

died. In another case she 'came often to the house 

of one John Hopwood of maiden, and had continually her 

requester, at the laste beyn^ denied of a ^eathern thong 

she went her waie offended and bhe saue ni^ht his Geldyng 

in the stable .... diod sodainly 1 . ->he did not employ 

familiars, but her suspicious behaviour aroused comment. 

When asked what she was doing nakin^; a circle in front



of a house and di^in^; it full of holes, she replied 

that she was malcing 'a shi tying house for her self 

after that sorte 1 : the next day the ^oocwife fell sick 

'on the spot. lerhaps most interesting of all was the 

fact that among her victims was the vicar of ..ImMsh's 

child, the child recovering on the godly man's return. 

i'he vicar was no other than tfilliain Ilarrison who had 

two years earlier published his famous description of 

England.

The final case concerned 'ilother Nokes 1 of .".mborne,

the -lice Hokes who was found guilty of bewitching
p ~lizabeth l^arfott to death. 'j?his case is a little

different fro.; the others in that the natives for the 

supposed bewitchings ivere not refused loans but rudeness, 

sexual jealousy, and v|uarrel"I in0 . In one instance 

Fiother Pokes' daughter had her gloves snatched away by 

a youth and her mother was angry: the unfort'unatrj young 

man was paralyzed soon after and had to be carried home 

in a wheelbarrow. In another case she was angered by 

the refusal of a ploughman to answer her questions, or 

oo the ploughiaan conjectured when he ascribed tho

1« williajii ilarrison, ^*n lliatoricamescx-iption of the 
Island of .•^r.lta.y-ne .first oubliG;:ed in *iaphael liolinshed, 
^ ! j roji i c .'i e a ( 1 377 ) % vol.1, ilarrison v/as vicar of .iiabish 
fro.i 1^71 to 15^1 an^ the bewitched sou was almost 
certainly ^dmund. iliere is no known reference to this 
affair in hi.:> writings, Hewcourt, ^eportoriun, ii.674.
2. ^aoe 120.
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swelling; on his horse's head to her witchcraft ratner 

than to his own carelessness, ^his act of witchcraft, 

as well as the bewitching of the youth, were not 

recorded in the indict -lents.

*ven a lengthy suamary of the 1579 trial does not 

do justice to the wealth of detail provided by the 

pamphlet, but it does indicate how limited an impression 

the actual indictments provide. A comparison of the 

1589 pamphlet with the indictment a for that year empha­ 

sizes this point. In the Assize indictments we learn 

that Joan ^unny was suspected of bewitching four people. 

^o this the pamphlet adds a lengthy description of how

Joan obtained her power. ->he had been taught her witch-
pcraft by one mother Kurafrye of Maplestead who told her

'that she must kncele down upon her lmees $ and make a 

Circle on the ground, and pray unto ^at-iori the cheefe

of the Devills ' . Aie tried this and was rewarded with 

two spirits like 'two black £ro:;;ges f to whom she promised 

her soul. Hor does the single indictment against J ?an

-Prentice cive any hint of the long stru^le with the

•^evil which Joan undeniront before becoming a witch. 

While sitting in her chamber one nl.jVit the devil appeared

1. Cases 286-291.
2. I'ossibly the cunning woman 'Ilother Huiafrey 1 in cc.se 992
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to her 'in the shape and proportion of a dunnish 

coloured ferrit 1 and demanded 'Jane -rentice give He 

thy soule 1 to whom she answered 'In the name of god 

what art thou 1 to which, in hideous parody, the ferret 

replied 'I am satan, feare me not'. ?he most unusual 

feature of the pamphlet, however, was the final 

description of the scene at the scaffold, ^irst the 

circuit judge commended the illegitimate children for

their depositions and then 'one Kaister ^ard a learned
1 

divine 1 , exhorted the women to repent. ^-ne convicted

women then said a few prayers with the preacher and 

admitted that they deserved to die* Joan Upney was 

especially penitent, crying out that 'she had 

sinned, that the devill had deceived her ...• asking 

God and the world forgiveness, even to ye last gaspe'.

In the number of indictments at the --seizes, the 

year 1582 was not exceptional. £wo years later there 

were twice as many. On the other hand, both 1^32 and 

164-5, the years of the remaining three paiaohlots, can 

be seen to be exceptional from liap 5» Unlike other trials

1, Probably John ./arde, the well-known preacher of 
Havcrhill in •-nii'folk and ^rittle near whelLxsford,iii 
•ttasex; Davids, Annals» pp. 119-120; Venn, 4 
Caiitabri;xienais. s.v.



they were concentrated on a. small area, in both cases

the north-east tip of Essex. Another common feature

was the presence in each year of a man more than normally

interested in tlie trial of witches, in 1^82 Justice
SI

Darcy, in 164-5 I-iatthew Hopkins. Unfortunately, it 

has been on accounts of these soiaewhat exceptional

trials with their long panphlets that most descriptions
2of Sssex witchcraft have been based.

Another possibly exceptional feature of the 1^32 

pamphlet io that it nay have been written by Brian Darcy, 

the presiding tJ U(3-Se at the ^s^ize trial, under the 

initials 'W.W.'.^ Brian Darcy certainly took particular 

pains in examining the suspects and his methods included 

rauch cajoling and bullying, i-oine of the confessions, 

as "e^inald ocot argued, vrere 'wonne through hope of 

favour, and extorted by flatterie or threats 1 and the

trial contains the first &Rsex evidence of a <jury of
4.

women systematically searching for the witch's mark.
1. I'he 164-5 trial is so complex that it has been 
described separately in Oh. 11.
2. i?or example, see below p. 105 .
3. ^ detailed knowledge of what happened both in tho 
court roo^i and in private conversations between Barcy 
and various suspects, added to a tendency to lapse into 
the first person tjin^ular, au^est tliat Tiriaii ^arcy was 
the author. iJ'or exaiaplo, the pamphleteer wrote, '-^hese 
aforesaicie 5 last reciticd uj-Utoru, boi-x coiifossed by the 
saide Uaide Ursley privately to nie the sayde Brian ^arcey ' 
sig. 18 ). 4ie panphlet was dedicated to Brian^arcy. i ' 

father.
^. 1582 Pamphlet, sif> & and
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Darcy's interest is further explained by the fact that 

his fauiily ov;ned property or church presentations in 

all the villages from which suspects came* he himself 

was lord of one of the manors in -b.^syth'o, the pivot 

of the prosecutions. -U>rd jjarcy his father was believed
A

to have been bewitched to death, and Ursula -oripe t the 

woman whose confessions formed the backbone of the pro­

secutions, bewitched '-'race '^hurlowe's child, Grace being
p a servant of -uord -Oarcy. On the other hand, there is

no simple correlation between ^arcy property and \;he 

prosecutions. 'jfoe family v;as powerful in a number of 

villages in which there were fev; or no prosecutions 

during Elizabeth's reign.

Comparison of indictments and pamphlet accounts 

support a the general accuracy ox both sources. Although

there is nob always exact overlapping since each source
4. 

contains material not found in the other, when they are

1. Ibid. , 3ig«J3.
2. Ibid. , sig.:^v .
J>. -t'or instance ^'ol shunt .Jarcyjliri^litlin^oea, Crreat Wig- 

bo rough and Weleigh, -s'or the Darcy fauiily see ii
.i. pp. 4-57-59,4-76-468 and ii.pp.lll, 159-1^0. -Ivtle can be 
discovered about Briciii Jarcy except that he gent his son to 
Caius college, Cambridge after an education at t;he jLTiritan 
... c iOol at .^edhaia , ( vremi , Alumni Oantabri^iengis) . Brian f r> 
first son was born in 1^60 and ^o^L'at-ier w-o probably 
In his lafce forties at the time of the 1S82 trial.
4. Usually the pamphlets were much more detailed, but 
occasionally as in cases 17« Ik, an indictment contained 
Information onitted in the pamphlet account.



describing the same event there is little direct 

contradiction. When there ic disagreement it is on 

minor natters and supports the general imp -ession of 

accuracy. ^ or instance, one inlict lent; agninst Arinis 

Herd in 1582 declared that she had bewitched one cow,

ten sheep and ten lambs oi* John -ade: the paiiplxlet
^

said that John's beivitched livestock were all lambs.

Or there were slight disagreements over daces; for 

example, in the 1579 pamphlet -^liisabetL -raucis confessed 

to bewitching Poole's \;i±'o '^bout ^ent last uu; she 

nov; re^eLibreth) ' f v/hile tiio inaicti-ieiic staged that she

bewitched dice oolo, wife of -icliaro., on the 26th
c> 

of June - a little late for j-ent. 1" It can, therefore,

be confident I/ stated that those who wrote the pamphlets 

were accurate* and almost certainly eye-witness reporters.

A coujf.arison of the paiapolets and indictments 

further ^i.ov;s that the four hundred and eighty-seven 

indictments for olaci: vdtchcraft waicli reached the 

Assize courts wore onl,, a si:.all portion of the actual 

suspicions against witchos. ^o: ,_ arisoii of tli 1579 

indictraents and. paoiphlet nave shown ho;; luucn lay behind

1. ^ase 167.
2.



each indictment, and if we looit at the ocher pampnlets 
we find further evidence that prosecutions seriously 
understress the actual accusations made at tue courts. 
-'here are surviving indictments in the ^ssize ^eeoxxis 
for eighteen women ;;ho v/ere al ; ;o ^escribed in the 
pamphlets. in these indiet<:.8nts taey are specified as 
having thirty-one victims, ^rou fchs pamphletG, however, 
we learn tho nain.es of another fifty-seven victims not 
mentioned in the iridictnents, yet suffering from the 
witchcraft of these elijh'ueeii woaen. Thus it would 
appear that approximately one in three of those believing 
theusolves to be bewitched went as far as making a 
formal charge '^ ^^ courts, re^iSvered as an indictnent* 
4?lius for eacli i;itch uuere ,,-^i-e roui.;.:.ly four victiius. 
Instead of tho impression created by the indictiiients 
of a direct quari'el between tv/o persons, witcucraft 
begins to e;uer^;e as the re cult of a person b^ing 
suspected by a nuiaber of village fajiiilieo. all of whom*. C/ 

»--^ IF

f^lt themselves to have been injured, -^urtlxei-, it

1. 'Victim* is used here to mean either the actual hum inbeiii^- ^.<.i;iiea or killed, or tlie owner of bewitci-.ed property, ^hese four 'parnphlets 1 used to coaipare withthe indictaenty ,.,re, in fact, t::.oao of and a set of ecclesiastical depositions suruiariaed in the apj,'endix as caae obi. -'he luutor is ii-cluied rather than the very detailed 1582 pamphlet because, for the reasons explained, the 15>J2 trial SGCLIS cxcoptional.



appears that, just as only one in three suspicions 

became femulated into on iudictnent, possibly xaore 

than one in four suspected witches wero never openly 

accused in court at all. in the four pamphlets

twenty-seven witches are named, "but only eighteen
-i

appear in the indictments. I1his corroborates
2 evidence froLi other sources. Pamphlets, therefore,

are a vital and reliable source, providing otherwise 

inaccessiblo material and correctin ; the somewhat 

narrow impression of ivitchcraft prosecutions ijivon 

by indictlaents.

1» The suspected witches mentioned in pamphlets but
o;sitted. p:rorr, court records are listed as 
cases 1208-1216.

2. See p. 55 above.



CHAPTER 7.

Contemporary ^o^nents on -^ssex witchcraft Prosecutions: 
Evidence fro.:i Literary sources*

Diarists of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries 

seldom mentioned witchcraft trials; in -°saex only three 

diaries contain such references. XL though there were 

many witch trials in neighbouring villages, Richard 

Rogers, preacher at ^ethersfield frox, about 1575 to 1613, 

showed no interest in the subject in his diary which
o

covers t;,e years 1587-1590. " -^he next diarist of 

interest to us, ^rthur "ilson, was an oxtrene pro test ant 

like ^ogers. In his capacity as stev/ard to the -i^arl of 

Warwick he was present at the sensational trial of witcnoB 

in 164-5* He showed considerable scepticism in his later 

co'jjaents on the trial, arguing that he 'could see 

nothing in the evidence which did perswade uie to thinke

them other than poore, inellerichollie, envious, wisclievous,
-*. 

ill-disposed, ill-dieted, atrabilius constitutions.

Ooverin^; the aarae period as ^ilaon's accoiuit is tlie diary 

of lialph Josselin, vicar of Carl's ^olne from 164-0-1683.

No proseoutiona for witchcraft or sorcery, nftor 15^7 *
1. .fciig;li3n diaries, genera lly, are not known to contain 
many references to ^witchcraft, for example ^otestein, 
•'/itchcraft, ^ppdx.^.only cites one extra— ̂s^ex diary.

2 . TWO ^lizauethan ^-uri tan Diaries , ed . a • Ii . Knapp en (-'hie ago
1933); nor does the other diary, that of oaiauol ^ar^., 

contain any witchcraft reference. Jor trials in villages 
neighbouring wethersfioid see i-iap 1; the first recorded 
Wetherofield case did not occur until 1626.

3. -Francis u/eck, desiderata Ouriosa (1779), ii. p. 476.



have been discovered for this village, jet Joss el in 

twice noted informal suspicions of witchcraft. In 1656 

'one J.Biford was clamoured on as a witch, and * r.U. 

thought his child ill by it 1 but Josselin believed the 

•poor wretch innocent as to that evil 1 . Un the second 

occasion the case was reported by the minister of tfaines 

Oolne and concerned one ^nne Orow wUo was suspected, as 

a witch and was discovered acting suspiciously booide 

a grave. l"hese two suspicions never seen to have grown 

into forroal prosecutions, reminding us that the court 

cases upon which statistics are based only represent a 

fraction of the actual witchcraft beliefs. Phe final 

diary account describes the ducking of a witch in 1699, 

beyond the linit of this thesis. ->one very extraordinary

details are Given, but the case is not known to have come
2 before the courts.

The minute books of religious and political bodies 

are even less informative about ^nsex witchcraft. io~i:- 

the many matters discussed at the jJedham wlassis in 1588 

was the question, moved by I'ir. salmon, of how a witch 

r i-ht be ioiown.

1. The first extract comes from the printed ̂ second from the
imprinted, part of the diary; they are reprinted in >L. j ith, 
Ecclesiastical History of -* sex (n.d., about 1932), 
pp. 222, 417.

2. William Gilbert, ' -itchcraft in •*:;:: ex* ,'i'rans. ". ^rch.^ 
n.s.xi (1911), 211-218; L.WJutts, ' -urious extr ctu Tro . a

3. diary, of the time of James II and William & i-*ary', 
Trans « ^3 sex . *.rc^ . >^oc . ,i(1853; ,126-7,



98

1 it was thought fittest to ^eve it over to some 
justice to exaniync ib, and t,iat t ere j;iust be sorae 
u^uall experience of evell effects to ensue of their 
displeasure arid sorae presumption of the death of 
man or beast: some said she rai^ht be found out by 

' serche in her bodie, some thought that to be fancy 
in the people easilie conceiving such a thine; e and 
to be reproved in them. '1.

Thus this group of + uritan ninisuero a^cwud a nixture 

of credulity and caution. Ii, u -onute book of another 

kind, that of the iarl lament ary Bounty Committee during 

the ^ivil -ar f there is no reference to witchcraft at all,

althou h there is such a reference in the equivalent
p records for -uffoll.."

There are no references to -^ssex witchcraft in 

contemporary newspaper accounts, though they refer to 

witchcraft trials in nearby counties. Only slightly 

more helpful are contemporary biographies, one of which

1. xhe Presbyterian iupvenent in the -veip:n of wueen ^lisabo 
ed . H . IT . Usher ^ Oaiadeii -o c . , 3rd er . , vi ii , 190^ j ' , P . 70 . ^ o thin^; 
further appears concernir^ this discussion, nor does ^alnon 
appear to have been an -^ssex minister; Usher states (p.xlvi) 
that he lived outside ^sex, at ^werton,and r.ewcourt's

does not include such a man.
2. 'i'here is no reference in the iiomford Oo idttee's Order 
Book as described in B.W.Quintrell '-he ^ivisional 
for southern -^ssex during the Civil ^ar'Ciiariciioater Univ.ii.^. 
thesis 1962) and I IT. .uintrell has kindly informed the v;riter 
that he lias not come across witchcraft in any other Committee 
records t or in the Colchester civil war papers, ^or Suffolk 
see -"-lan ^veritt* ̂ uffolk ^ the ureat 
(^uffolk ^ec.-oc., 111,1960;, p. 73.

newspaper references to witchcraft in other counties, 
including description of the -^ssex witchfinder ^atthew 
Hopkins when he was in ^tiffolk, see i^otestein, witchcraft,

^. under the years 164-3-52.
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refers to some examinations in two witchcraft prosecutions 

at the garter -^essions in 1570. -^lese were held before 

Sir -Bhornas ^mith and include fascinating details con­ 

cerning anti-witchcraft charns, familiars, bhe -otives

of witches and other natters. ^>iaith showed no particular
1scepticism at the extraordinary accounts. wone of the

individuals concerned appear in other records; without 

this accidental reference we i^oulcl never have known that 

Theydon >amon was the scene of witchcraft suspicions. 

j?he activities of severifceeritb century astrologers 

occasionally provide evidence about -^ysex witchcraft* 

There is a letter to Richard Napier fron Matthew -vans, 

requesting the return or various books :iislaid "by -vans 

when he was accused of conjuring, i'wo ty-jars after this 

letter, in 1625 , --vans v/as a^uiii in trouble and. was 

examined in co.rinection with the supposed bewitchin , ^^ the 

^ountess of ^us«ex in Hampshire* -».'he ancestral uonie of 

the -i^arl of -»ussex was at itoreham in ^JGGX, but nothing

concerning ^vans or the bewitching of the ^ountess has
p been discovered in ^sex records. In the same Hichard

1. -;ee case 1204; only literary references to actual prose­ 
cutions ! iave i^een listed in^appendix.-uith } .ad earlier 
examined »villiam wycherley concerning sorcer^', uioJi'ecVje, 
'" it oh craft • PP • 211-2; neither incident is fer.tionsd in 
^e\;ar, ir Thomas ^uitli; a '^udor Intellectual in Office 
(1964;.

2. Bodleian Library, ^slunole .421, fol.170; 1 oi^e this 
refereiice to i r. 1̂ ' o las. -(>or the 1G23 case see G.J .—u^x, 
Robert .Jatcliffe«3t'i xxrl of -uzsex: i'he ••itclicr-irt 
Allegations in his ^aj ily
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lapier's case book there is a very detailed arid interesting 

account of the supposed bewitching of the house, grounds,

and persons belon^ins to the Aylett family of alen 

I/aver. -he case started in 16:5? and continued until 

at least 1646, in the later part in the c: 7.se-book!3 of 

the astrologer ^illiam Lilly, isone of the possible total 

of fifteen suspected witches appear in the court records,

although the whole case ua.j overlap with some strange
2 aagical rites occurring in 164j5.

4i.s in other aountios, references to witchcraft 

continued to appear in literary sources throughout the 

eitj'ifceeiith and nineteenth couturier* x'hase illustrate 

that beliefs did not i Jiediatoly evaporate the noment 

official prosecutions ended, old women were still 

iiifonaally ta-ied by being iniiiersod in water, ifevort sle ., 

it is clear that this is a different phenomenon from, the

universally approved and widespread prosecutions of 1'h.o
•5 

earlier period. -Up references to ^ssex witchcraft were
1. ^ee ^ase 1207; a^ain x owe ;ost oi* the referencee to 

^xr.^ionias. ^he ^yletts are easily traced as they v/ere 
a big gentry family (1-lorant,

2. Oase
3. ^'or eighteenth and nineteenth century cases in 

see p. 384 in the bibliography,
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found in either family papers or the poetry and drama ui' 

the period.

A number of writers included ^8 sex exai^les in their 

general works on -^n^lish witchcraft. It is possible that 

^eginald ^cot was goaded into writing his claoaic r ;ork 

by the 1532 ^ssex trial, ^ertainly he alluded to it with 

scorn and may be describing the sane trial, though his 

evidence is not fron the pamphlet, when he described an 

^ssex ^justice who 'thought he was bewitc; ed, in the verie

instant whiles ] e examined the witch; so as his 1«£ was
p broken thereby. 1 Vhe next ^ssex r for nee occurs in a

work by the e::orcist John Darrell. Although tliis purported 

to be an actual trial ah the Quarter --essions, no record 

of the case ha a been discovered in the actual rolls of the 

court. ^ne of ^arrell's major critics was Samuel 'Inrsnet, 

the author of a number of works on witchcraft and arch­

deacon. of -ssex from 1503-1609. Harsnet doos not.hovrever,
4 refer to any specifically -^saex Cc-'.sen in n.in wor'.s. It is

1-« iliere are few faiuily papers for -^lizabetii's t-ei^n at 
Uhelmsf ord ; although these v/ere not searched it seems 
likely that the presence of an extensive description of 
witchcraft would have been brought to the vor-itor'a 
attention. Neither XJotestein. 'Vitcricraf t «nor i... '.^ric.;s, 
Pale li'ecate'a Jean (1962), the lattor ar. excellent des­ 
cription of literary source:;, contain any specifically 
l^ssex references in poetJ*y or draraa.

2* £>cot«^i SCQ very. pp. 37* 62, 236 i see also A Diacoursjo u^on 
divela and spirits, app^ndalto the 1^4 edition of ocot's 
Discovery but omitted in later editions, pp. S>42-3-

3. ^ase 1205.
4. i"or witchcraft cases while ilarsuet was archdeacon see 

p. 69 above; Tor a discuy^iou of iiarsnet and his works 
see iioteatein, ^itc'icraft, cb. iv.
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just possi: le that Jarrell's caao of po. is

:he same as . ut ^u red to in the following year

Doctor Jorderu As an eaouapl© of a won~ uiij ^

•«n ~*^ex -entleMOiBan of good note 1 who was convulsed

and distracted over a period of fifteen yer-.rs

persuaded f by a strxn-jor ^sition* tnat s';o -mo bewitched.'

It is nut until 162? that there is anof • x: 

r ~ ;e. in t',at "2-v.r -ichard Bernard narrah^" v - He 

had a long discussion at O&ntle -ledin^haia in .tli
, -s

a penitent w ite -..* t one of

years later a youn^j nan at ^.'Iciiester w . 1 

the i/evil, accordii*0 to a eu^e^cMu j.^o^ant by -athaniel 

Crouch. Jlie sai^e author do«cril>ed trie If -r,e>: trial 

of witches, but a^ ou n.o . . -is to t; let 

account. ̂  i.-ore i^.iportuj.t f^.; tae lii^tory of ;X witc: -craft 

is the work of Thomas Ady, j •rawij.^jrvjtl in 16^. e -..!r-?vj 

examples of old spells, the discovery of fraud lent ounnino 

folk, ard tn« use of ventri-^ouisia to cou .-foit POL. .-ion, 

'. .. O^L, -- it is pi'obable taat ae lived at ,eld
4in that county.

1. ^dward uoiHien a ^ iiriefe ->i rse of a
uf foc.ition of t rTI ,pp.6;i

refereiice bo a ion at v-_, l,..-
of the century is maue in . 3wan ? *~ ? iu,

c; .ry 1 overs • O *
2. 'v ftrnard ^..^qe* p»l7» -d&»«--. i-. t ^ . .. >t .•i.-^o-" i "> ^"V-^/uere in 

^x so \rcea.
3. . ...M.r^o:.-. -..>.f -•£!?» -ieas (lGVd) f pT>.^l,^:M-'!.-.:.-ir>9.

' .- :rt o ;• cv: ;o for the_
re. . - a faraily he . led y ;-:t le^.ru aerations 
of ethersfielci cU'vin*.; the le of the 
17t . c vy ijj W U1 of 16^7* . . . , / :V53-
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The 164-5 trial in -ssex attracted the attention 

of ^ichard Baxter at t e end of t^e century, though he 

added no significant details despite his talks to 'many 

Understand in:;, Pious and Credible Persons' . .> witnessed 

the trial. i-.or does i-Tarcis ^utchiijsoii, ui-itiintf in

add any new details in bis descriptions of :;he famous 

153.? and 1645 trials. He makes tliree allusions to the

latter trials, but rau«Mles up tho ^stiex and Suffolk
2confessions* C»ne other writer with general -^srcx

connections was ilioiaas ^ ickering who wrote a long intro­ 

duction to ^illian I'erkins* Jammed, -rt of -itclici'aft in 

1606. Pickeriiig made no specific references to -v.^sex witch­ 

craft cn.sec, bub he was ilinister of ^inchin.jfield in 

Essex at the tine. His presence at -'inchin-.field had 

no recorded effect jn witolicrrxft i)rosecutions; tiiere 

were no cases during the years of his residence.

Thrfo other writers who concentrated t;ju<jir attention 

on the 164-5 ---Qsex trial were John ^teanie and *iatthew 

Hopkins. Both v/ere resident in tlie county and both took 

a leading part in the actual prosecutions. It is in lar&e 

measure their works which have baoii the basia for the

refutation of -.J^QX as a centre of prosncutlo--. Neither
1. Hich-ird Baxter, '5he Gertairity of the worlds of spirits

(1691),PP.52-3.
2. -?rancin liutchiiiGQn,^in _:Iiatorioal ^r,say ^onceniiiii^ .'itch- 

craft (171i3) f pp.^; t Gl,70.
3. Jo)ir, -tearne,A Oonfir --*-.' • • 'H-o^^ft^,r .,? jtchcraf t( 16^4-5); 

iiopkinsJ^incoverrf.ClS-^ . ,_. . ..^.. ..-_... _ „_:. cxctivitiot;, 
see Oh.11.
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however, discussed any other -^ssex trial.

•^he most valuable authority fox ox v/itoiicraft 

is George ^ifford. Because of his supreme i:-;pjrtaiice f 

discussion of his work has been reserved to t, -e end of 

the chapter. Gifford was a leading -^isex *ru-itan, and 

minister and lecturer at liilrton for nont of the time after 

1582 until his death in 1620. ills two books on witchcraft 

written in 1^7 and lf-93 provide a wealth of personal 

observation w. .icii will be incorporated in subsequent 

chapters. Comparison of these works with *-•*<? Descriptions 

of actual prosecutions shows that G-ifl'ord was a keen and 

accurate observer. A; fortunately, however, it has been 

iapOosiLle to relate the various narratives of vrltchcraft 

cases Included i^i bhe books to actual c^pes. -'or instance, 

when Uifford cpeal-:s of a witch being executed who lived

at 'J.... f seven uiles away, it is tenptlng to rj educe
2 that tlii.> is -est .lanin-;fiold, ei;;ht railed fro-: *ialdoii f

but there is no known prosecution in that village. Again,

'old mother •« of u^«Jat *' fits no one living in cither
•» 

oi' the -ssex 'jreat T's 1 , areat -othaci and ^:-eat 'I'ey.^

is no known 'luother 3cj?lie of .', no:e have any

1. uil'ford '->ialo;;ue and Discourse, -or oases in Haldori 
at the time see P»23«

^* pialo, ;ue» sio'* ~^- • 
3- ^ialojiue. sig.
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familiars with the names of Li jot, ^unch or 

emerged in any of the pamphlets ,"*" Xlius &± fo^d either
altered initials and nar^es, or> invented fictitious, 

if typical, cases. ^ third, thou^di leys lively possi­ 
bility, is that all the records for ijhese cases iiave 
been lost, -.lie ;-enex*al iM^rcjision frou ^ilj!'o?d-s works 
is that withcraft was a faniliar and pervasive force; 
as one spealier put it, '4iey say there is ncarce any

towne or village in all this shire, but Uiere is one or
2two witches at the least in it ' *

If we exoept &iffora t the literary evj-^^uu for 
^ssex witchcraft would ^ive an entirely distorted im­ 
pression of prosecutions. It would leave us wil- the 
oiji^.j-ui* UAiuo o^ere were only three trials of any conse­ 
quence in --a sex, in 1570, 1^82 and 16^, u^e ^ast of 
these being by far :,'^.e nost important, o v/ould also know 
of a few instances of trickery and fraud, soae ciiarras, 
and two au^cCoeC \;itches recorded by a i^id-seveute Girth 
century vicar. If we co.i^are tho... '..j.^,. u.nj acuuai pattern 
of prosecutions and beliefs revealed in legal a. ; ..^ords, v/e 
see iifhat a distortion and under-estiiuation this irould be.
1- -J -4lo. .ue% sijj.v;; ^o cunning woman at '-.. . \

was locat ed . 11ms it seems a little premature to include Cri-i'foixl'o c.iiies in a list of actual prosecutions, as did -otestein, vitchcraft* pp. 394—5 *
2 . Qialo-ye , s ig . A4 v*
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The Background to Witchcraft Prosecutions in Three 
Sssex tillages. 136Q-1399*

rrevious chapters have discussed the location 

and distribution of witchcraft prosecutions throughout 

•^sisex. i'iany of the most important problems facing the 

historian of witchcraft can, however, only be solved 

after very intensive research, tiuch research is only 

possible at the village level because the task of 

discovering everything about the socxal background to 

witchcraft accusations necessitates detailed local 

knowledge. Amon?^ the questions that such a study 

would hope to answer, a few may be singled out as 

illustrations; the proportion of all misfortunes in a 

village which were attributed to witches; bhe frequency 

with which suspected witches were also suspected of 

other offences, for instance a ultery or scolding; 

whether people were believed to bewitch their cognates 

or af fines or non-relatives; to what extent accusations 

were confined to groups of neighbours living in the 

sane street or the same manor. ^ detailed analysis 

of three villages within which there were a number of 

witchcraft accusations has been undertaken, ^-ne results 

of this analysis will be incorporated in subsequent 

chapters on specific problems. In this chanter i;he
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sources and methods of study will bo outlined and 

the villages will be described generally.

£he three villages cnosen wore the adjacent ones 

of iiatfield -reverel, Boreham, ana tittle Baddow. 

They were selected because uatfield ieverel is the

earliest -^ssex village to be described in a witchcraft
*

pataphlet, that of 1566. i1he two neighbouring villages,

both of them containing; prosecuted witches, were 

selected as a balance to the clearly excoptional 

iiatfield ieverel. ^he group lies some five nilos to

the east of Chelrasford, in the area where prosecutions
pfirst emerged in ^ssex. In all, there were fourteen

persons prosecuted at the ^ssizes from these throe 

villages. If we compare this to the total of two 

hundred and ninety-one persons for the whole of .^ssex, 

it is clear that this is a small sample of the wide­ 

spread suspicions in the county. -lie following table 

lists the names of suspected witches in the three 

villages.

1. ifae whole of the 1566 Panphlet is concerned with 
Hatfield eyei'el ; the 157(J -au^hlet also contains 
on sii> -iiii—w the confession of a iiatfield witch,

2. So nap 1
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TABLE ?! List of suspected witches, in three ^ 
Villages. 1360-1599.

Home Dates of trials ' ourts Gase No.
Hatfiold -t everel
Lora Winchester' 1566
Elizabeth -raunces 1*366,1572,

1579 
Agnes 'laterhouse 1566

Joan w/aterhouse 

Joan Osborne

1566

Assize 16
Assize, carter 17,50,

1 T"?OS. LdLj*
Assize, carter IB, 793

19,793
22,1035

Assize, juarter

1567,1579,15^7 Assiae.Arch-
deacoriry

Agnes ^'rancys 1572 ^ssiae 58-61 
Agnes Bromley 1576 Assize 97-99 
(Elizabeth lK>rde mentioned as a witch in 1579 Pamphlet)
Agnes i
Joan Oocke
Elizabeth Pillgran 1537
Mary Godfrey 1587
John (fosse and wife 1537
Jolni Ileare/Jenny 1539

1584, 15^9 Assize

Boreham 'iiason's wife 1 
lviary Belsted/
Middleton 

Margaret oole 
Ap;nes llaven

1566
1566, 1576,

1594
1576
1593

Archd eac onry 
Archd eac onry 
Archdeaconry
Assize

Archdeaconry 
Archdeaconry,

Assize
Archdeaconry 
Assize

203,272
208,209
1030,1034
1032
1033,1036
2

863
862,890,
892,393
889
357, 358

Little Badclow
Alice Bambricke 
Alice ^wallow

1570 
1570

Assize 
Assize

33 
29-32

In none of the villages v/ere there prosecutions 

after 1>94. A comparison of the dates of the accusations 

sUij^osts that tlie pressures behind them, v/ere ver^ 

localized. ^ven in three neighbouring villages witches 

were accused lu different years. It v/ould seem that 

it was particular pressures within the village, rather



109

than an external event such as the arrival of a 

witch-hunter, a general economic recession, or 

political uncertainty, which led to accusations. 

This table also clearly illustrates how some people 

were accused of witchcraft on several occasions and 

over a loi^j period of time. 'I*huo Elizabeth ^'raunces, 

Joan Osborne, and liary Belsted were each accused over 

a period of more than ten years.

The sources for studying the background of 

village life, out of which the accusations emerged,
A

are i'linense. All three villages provide -Elizabethan 

wills, over one hundred and twenty in all, vr,ich can be 

used to reconstitute the kingship structure and, through 

the witnesses to them, groups of friends, ^arish 

registers have survived from this period for Borehaia 

and Little Baddow and this enables us not only to add 

to our knowledge about kingship, but also suggests years 

of heavy mortality which can be compared to deaths by 

witchcraft. In Boreliam we have, an -^lizabethan church­ 

wardens 1 account book and an almost unique set of 

Elizabethan 'Overseers of the Poor 1 accounts, rhese 

enable us to see v/ho were the poorest in the village

1. 'ji?he sources are described in the bibliography f pp, 384- 
•L'he extremely onerous work of analyzing the hu^e amount 
of material was only made possible through the generous 
assistance of the writer's family.
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and how serious the problem of x>overty was at 

different periods; this again can be compared to 

the prosecutions. Subsidy assessments for all three 

villa ;es during the whole of the sixteenth century 

enable us to check the economic level of victims and 

witches, they also provide information on the amount 

of migration from the village. Manorial records, 

including an excellent court loet roll, have only been 

examined for ilatfield - everel; fron these we can judge 

whether witchcraft was restricted to the inhabitants 

of a particular manor, and whether suspected witches 

were also involved in petty quarrels nettled at this 

court. A siiiilar use can be made of the court records 

of the ^ssize, garter Session, and Archdeaconry courts.

^ince all these exist from the beginning of Elizabeth's
1reign for all tJiree villages, we can see how far witch­ 

craft overlapped with other offences. A number of 

other i'ecords, for instance those kept by coroners on 

sudden deaths, have also boen used, -lie result is 

that witchcraft prosecutions, too often seen in isolation 

from their background, can be related to other religious, 

economic, and social factors.

Another use for the local records is as a check 

on the accuracy of the witchcraft prosecutions recorded

1. -accept, as noted in the bibliography, the arch­ 
deaconry records for ilatfiold ^everel; these co fence 
effectively in the late 1570'a.
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in court records, A comparison of ^ssize indictments 

and pamphlets describing the trials suggested tiiat 

both sources, independent yet agreeing, are accurate. 

This impression is substantiated from a comparison 

with local records, i'houijh there are minor divergencies, 

it is the similarity that is striking. In tittle 

Baddow three people were said to have been bewitched 

to death, -^liese can be compared to entries in the 

parish register. I&chard Hawkes was supposedly be­ 

witched at the a^e of seven days on the ninth of 

October 1560, an. I then died on the first of September 

in the following year. llie register noted the marriage 

of his parents in October 1567* then the birth of itichard 

on the 14th of October 15&o, some twelve days from the 

time specified by the indictment. His death, however, 

is not recorded. In the case of Elizabeth Goores, 

supposedly bewitched to death on the 2nd of March 1560, 

there appears to have been a slip with the regnal year,

since the register no ties her death on the 10th of
'i 

February 156?» '•&& most accurate indictment concerned

the bevritching to death of Elizabeth -astwick on the 

1st of May, 1569 • Perhaps because she was not buried 

for a few days, the register p;ives her burial on the 

llth instead of the 1st of i*ay. In Borehara, ^xiith Hawes

1. Here, as elsewhere, dates have b^en made uniform, 
starting the yoar on 1 January.
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was bewitched to death on the 20th of Docember, 153? 

according to the indictment; the register noted her 

burial on the 25th of ^ece-iber, 153?. In Hatfield 

Peverel only wills can be used to check the indictments 

since the parish register is missing* Thus John 

Baker was bewitched to death on 17th Ueptamber, 1575» 

according to the indictment; on the 26th of November

in the same year he was noted as dying intestate by
1 the officials of the archdeaconry court* John Bird

died of supposed witchcraft on the 23rd of February, 

1534-, six days after he had nade his will* Walter 

Wilmott raade his will en the 1st of April, 1572, the 

same day as that on which he was alleged to have 

been bex^itched to death. Both Bird and V/ilnott 

admitted in their wills to bein 1; 'sic!: in body 1 , but 

neither su-^-osted* that this was duo to witchcraft. 

It is difficult to obtain more than a rough 

estimate of the total population of these three villages, 

Yet some general total is necessary in order to see 

how important witchcraft beliefs were in village life. 

Ilie Boreham churchwardens* accounts provide the only 

clear figures. In 1575 there were seventy-eight

1. E.B.O., D/ACA/6, fol. 267-
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households, which suggests a population of between
xi

350-4-00. Over a period, of thirty years some four

people were suspected as witches and another six 

people, v/nose nanes are known, were related directly 

as either victims or husbands of witches, 

'^e population of iiatfield revere! can only be guessed 

froia comparing its total records to those of Borehajn, 

for instance the number of wills, persons listed in

subsidy returns, court caaes; all these suggest that
two-thii'ds of 

Borehaia was rou&hlv/the size of ilatf :1 eld leverel.

If we assume that the latter contained between 550-650 

people, we can see that the fifteen suspected witches 

and thirty named victims or husbands represented a 

reasonable proportion of the total village population. 

jJhe sane method applied to Little Baddow, itself some 

two-thirds the size of Boreham, moans that a village of 

about two hundred and fifty people contained two known

1« Depending, of course, on the multiplier used. Another 
problem is the extent to which population £rew between 
1560-1600. While the surplus of births over deaths 
recorded in the parish registers of the two villages 
with registers suggests enormous growth (i.g«, there 
was a surplus of 265 in Little Baddow over these 
years,), there are indications that most of the surplus 
piigrated. Thus the Boreham Chiir onward ens' accounts, 
recording the collections from communicants, suggest 
the following attendances: 1580- 222 persons, 1592 - 224- 
persons, in 1600 - 192 persons, in 1603 - 224 persons. 
It is hoped to discuss this and ob:ier problems concerning 
these three villages in a future -tudy.
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* 
witches arid four known victims. iTaturally, tliis

only shows the surface of suspicions. Many others 

in the villages would be connected to witchcraft 

prosecutions through links of blood or co-residence. 

For example, we would never have known that John 

Pilbarough of Hatfield Peverel was aware of witch­ 

craft suspicions if he had not specified that no 

charity was to be given to witches; his is the only

will, of more than 190 exuroined for the three villages,
2 to mention the subject.

Another way of testing the relative importance 

of witchcraft prosecutions in everyday village life 

is to conpare the number accused of this offence 

with those accused of other offences, 'She results 

of such a comparison are set out in the following 

table.

1. The density of witcncraft thutj see^ia roughly 
sinilar to that in the African Oewa tribe, where a 
village of 200 has at least uhree suspected witches 
( II . G . I iarwick , x>rcery in its social ^e Sting 
(i-ianchoster, 1965; t p.

2. Having left various sujas of money to be distributed 
among the poor of the three villages, the testator 
added 'reproving nien (.sic) executors that none 
which ar(e) or shalbe then any waye suspected or 
detected ir. the develish art of sorcery and witch­ 
craft TTiay have no parte of these my saied legasies 
or bequestes 1 U.K.O., D/-.OW, V182).
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Villages

Offence

Assault
iiurder
Tlieft
.itchcraft
Breaking; the sabba

wording
Kon-at t eridanc e at
i>runkenness
Harital disputes

\f tA— XXJL W WU».S#«i. ^.fc -*- \^i*X* Vx K^ ^»^.4. s*— ̂ ^J^ ^ v —— ^^nV^PtOTb

, 1560-1599.
(Number of persons offending) 

( Hat field Boreliam . Little
i --everel i Baddow

^615 Q
2

• 11
i 14

th by
2

church 52
o

; <u>

Ilisbehaviour in churchyard 1
iUar:celliii4^/scoldin)-^ ; —

~>-efuninc; to pay ciiurch j
rates

^exual offences
< 8

80

1 1
20 9
4 2

2 1
29 23

2 1
6
2
4 1

9 3
46 30

• i

Uotes to table: the figures are, an ret, only approxi ,.iate« 
^hey are based on ^nsize, uartar ession, . ing's Bench 
and \rchdeac onry recordn. Offencon nre divided into 
those at seculrar and thoaa at ecclesiastical courts; 
witchcraft, however, is bleated under one head onl^. 

for sexual offences include both offenders.

i(1rom the table we can soe that v/itchCxco.ft was a 

co-imon off once than theft and assault, more frequent 

tneui Liurder. ^0,-ipared to ecclesiastical ui"iOnces t it 

was less coLaaon than oexual aisdemoanours and failing 

to attend church, but noro often ^esottted than breaking 

the sabbath v drunkenness, marital disputes, quarrelling, 

and nisbehaviour on church prosiiBes. 'lUius it seeias 

clear that witchcraft prosecutions were of central
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importance in village life in these three villager. 
Their importance will er^ier^e even more clearly in 
subsequent analyses of those involved as witches.



117

QJ.J.JVJ. -*. * »LV *J .

Informal Counter-action against -'itcLcraft,

It lias already been suggested that witchcraft 

prosecutions in .ussex were only the final stage in a 

far more coraplex series of suspicions. ±!ie methods 

employed to battle against the power of witchos illus­ 

trates this contention* ^uch counter-action may "be 

usefully divided into three stages, mutually inter­ 

dependent yet distinct* Before the witch aUtacked t 

certain precautions could be taken to safeguard likely 

objects of witchcraft; once witchcraft was believed to 

have been used, cures could be sought; finally, attem 

were aade to locate the witch and either force her to 

withdraw her power or have ner punished* £hus the 

prosecutions were merely one method in the final reaction* 

Such counter-action has been termed 'informal 1 to 

distinguish it from both the court prosecutions and also

the activity of specialized people, cunning folk and
1witch-finders, who were employed to deal with witchcraft.

-Among the more general problems illuminated by the methods 

employed to ward off witches are two of particular 

importance, ^he first is the process by which suspicions 

became focused on a certain individual in a village, 

The second is the dec;roe to which belief in witchcraft,

1, Cunning folk, witch-finders and their activities 
are discussed in the two subsequent chapters.
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by providing a set of magical and other activities 

in cases of misfortune and anxiety, provided an

attractive response to the problem of suffering.
the 

Unfortunately, ̂informal nature of the remedies has

meant that no quantitive estimate can be Liade ox the 

amount of such activity. In fact, much of the 

evidence for counter-activity comes from literary 

evidence and. it is only occasionally that we learn 

about it from L.ssex prosecutions.

There were two principal methods of avoiding 

being bewitched: taking magical precautions, or 

regulating one's life so that a witch was unlikely, 

or uuable, to attack, ^here la considerable literary 

evidence for the impression that people surrounded 

themselves with a wall of magical objects and gestures, 

intended to ward off evil generally and a witch specifi­ 

cally. Hanging holy writing around the neck, especially 

the first chapter of -t. John's Gospel, was much favoured. 

^he £ssex writer ^eorge Gifford told how a woman 

'haunted with a ^air' was rumoured to wear 'about ner
- 2 Sainct Johns Gospel « or some part of it 1 . Charms were

either worn aroundt tihe neck or carried in the pocket,
1. *^on£ those who referred to it were ->cot»LascQvery« 

. 212, 230 and Bernard, Guide, p. 135-
2. Clifford, ^ialoKuc,sig»Bv.-^lizabeth Shymell may have boon 
referring to this (in case 1172) when she said that 'she 
never did ware any paper about hir nee 1 ' nor showed it 
to another woman*
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they ' 'it be cer^aiu plants, rooty or sto . > 03? 

the holy objects wliich tho pro- 'efonietion clergy 

had advocated as amulets ai3alnst evil. --ao*^ the 

most co::i*jon of these objects were a "ulod stone, s 

communion wafers, holy water an*i tue sign o.. the cross. 6" 

Unfortunate 1 c^mnot g° furtlier than to sa./ tliat 

it seems likely t^tat these were coraaonly employed in 

I^sex, for when we tuiTi Trou the generaliaations of 

contemporaries to tho lo«jal ?ecords we are left with a 

gap in the evidimco. '•- few buried catties with curious 

contents have been discovered; these were probably 

used to prevent or cure witchcraft.^ *e know that the 

use of plants and other objects to ward off witchcraft? 

was widespread in the nineteenth, co. tury ar.a t<-,oro are

scattered inntances from all over mcland for the sixteenth
4 century, Neverth dess, specific cases in <.;3ex are scarce.

1. ^or example » see ;^y < v^idlo«p.4r>;- erkins, ̂ : irai
Visitation -rtl^leg : In.1u:.ictior& od . . / . : i . - 'r er e i--i / . 11 • Kennedy 
C ̂ Icuin --a ub ^o 11 ec t ibno » xiv-:cvi ,, 1910) fxv,126,lU3-7«
2. Examples may be found in Kjttredre* 'itchcraf t %p.. uJQ ; Perking

cot , ̂ i.vco
H.i orrifield, The Use of Be : lamiries as -itch Bottles 1 , The 

Guildhall i isoel-iazLY > i . 3 C 1 J^i- J T 3*-l :3 ; x'ox" - .fiex examples see
Femorials of d»i :.je.x* ed. A.O.Koluay t (l ) f p..?!32.
4. j-here is a Tivid account showing the enon^ouo prft ^cupatiot 
with counter-witchc v?ft in a ninteenth century Yor. ...... .^re
village in J.J.Atkliison.^'orty ^eax*a in a ^iOorlfjayT "• i.'i?1.qh(1891" 
pp. 91-102. i^or a sixteenth century example, see _ _ "jdenfc? '

art l^^rcjideacoiiry of \/hj.cheater.ecl. . -.'mr?tone
-uaoox ^oc.'-o c • , xixf 1347-3) fp •92 • A po 1 o 

is number 11?0. Oh:ir:as to be hunt; i& ^ barrel v; 
prescribed in case ..o.!207(b;.
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preventive against witchcraft was to 

behave in such a way that a witch could not or would 

not attack one. ^he most extrene solution was to /-:<ove 

from a particularly i^itcjL-inf ested areo. i'here is only 

one knoTm reference to such an action in -^.risex. Sifford 

made one of his speakers cay, after a lon^ description

of the witchcraft in his village, 'I had no rninde to
'i 

dwell in that place any longer 1 . It is also possible

that people tried to prevent witchcraft by refusing to 

have witchee living near theia. :. witness in the 1532 

Assize trial told hou her husband was asked for the 

sale of a house and acre of land by a witch's husband;

he refused to sell because 'he would not have him his
p 

neighbour'. 1^ Better documented is the belief that a

witch liii^ht be placated and witchcraft avoided if no 

motive for hatred was given. 'Ivhese miserable wretches 1 , 

wrote -cot, 'are so odious unto all their neighbors, 

and so f oared, as few dare offend them, or deiiie them 

anie tiling they aske*. -mother writer noted that 

people 'for feare doe ^>±ve something unto them 1 , but he

also remarked that those who ^ave in this way wore the
4. 

most lively victims of witchcraft. 'foils double idea,
1.
2. 1532 Pamphlet, sig.F6v.
3* -cot, Discovery, p. 29 . 4 . Bernard t ^uido .



that an attempt could be made to avoid the an 

of tn© witch by kindneiJb, but that such an effort 

usually bi*oke down as the victim's patience cracked 

or the de;iiands becaiae more extreme, is vividly illus­ 

trated by the ^ssex writer Clifford. One of the 

speakers in his J)ialop:uo^ asked why he should have 

been bewitched, replied,

''£rust > e 1 cannot tell, but I feare me I have, for 
there be two or three in our towne which I- like 
not, but especially an old wo man f 1 have been as 
careful to please her as ever I was to please mine 
own mother, and to give he " ever anon one thing or 
other, and yet me thinker she frownes fit rie now 
and then. * 1 .

The sarje author save another example of this attempt 

to humour the suspected witch: a man, ashed why a 

certain woman should have bet/itched him, replied that 

it may have been because he and his wife asked her to 

keep Ler chickens out of his garden and she took

offence at this, although *^ee spake her as fayre as
pwee could for our lives'.

It seOi-is that, up to a point, tue fear of the 

witch acbed as a sanction in enforcing neighbourly 

conduct; that people gave to others because they f oared 

their evil power. ^ conflicting idea, however, also 

existed, i'his was that the best way to prevent witcli- 

craft was to sever all co/mections with the suspoct« 

1. Dialogue, sigs. A4V-B.
2. ^inoourse. sis* Cr^f- Gr^-v ; on p. 235 below it is shown
how witclies were people whose demands had ^oiif-,- been 
met, but who were finally rejected.



Since witches oft^n worked through physical objects 

it was best to avoid all borrowing fro--, and lending 

to, suspects. u?he continental Hal 1 eus A . al of ic arm a.

warned people not go give or 1 ̂ nd butter, /nilk or cheese
*

to a begging witch, and English authorities agreed

that witches aojietiries worked 'by leaving something of 

tiieirs in your House 1 or by 'getting soriethin^ of yours 

into their House 1 . It was even dangerous to co-operate

with them in everyday activities since they also worked
'•) 

'in>/;ratefully, and by occasion of good turnes*. If

they loitered near one's house they should be warned off 

since they mi jht be burying their nagic under the bedstraw 

or threshold. Joseph ^lanvil acreed with •--cot that

it was co;;jiionly believed to be dangerous to receive an
4- 

apple or similar gift from a witch. -there are a

number of occasions in -ssex when sifts from a witch 

caused the downfall of the recipient, though ti^ere is 

only a lifcule direct evidence o.. tno article lent to the 

witoh beinf, bewitched.^ iiany must have found it 

attractive to combine Christianity with prudejice,

i" the emissaries of the devil by refusinp; to give
1. Cited in "cot, Discovery* p«238.
2m '^auie, -^eljct Oasos.
3- Ibid., p

Joseph Ulaiivill, ^ome I-hi 1 030 r>h i c n 1 OOT\G iderat ions 
riin. the Beiir ; of

-'or tlio rietiiodo of -^ssex v;itciies, see ,-.232 below.



123

them neighbourly support. The way in which this 

fitted in with the contemporary attack on indiscriminate 

charity is well illustrated iniho words of a Puritan 

writer in 1617. To avoid witchcraft, he told his 

audience, wo should

'be wise in our Liberalities, and Almesdeedes, not 
distributing to each sort of poore, because nany 
times witchos go under this habite .... especially, 
to take heed if any such suspected oeei^e unto us; 
to bee straight-handed towards then, not t-- enter- 
taine them in our houses, not to relieve then with 
our morsels.*!

That the witch was believed to be responding in fury

to such a breach in neighbourly relations is clear from
p 

the pamphlet accounts.

1*he writer who counselled Christians to avoid 

giving to begginc witches offered one other preventive, 

' to renue our ri/jlit in ^Iirist daily by unfr.iiied 

repentance*. He also <r. 3ted that houses should be 

spiritually protected by dedication and prayer, by a 

virtuous family, life, observation of the sabbath and
•z

other similarly Christian conduct. 'xiiis was the normal

1. Thomas Cooper, y r> t ery of <i.t c c r • i1 1 , 161? ) i ff P • 23 
a very literal interpretation, in which an -^nex nan made 
a will which stated that hi a charitable bequest a should 
exclude witches, is given on p. 114 below.

2. discussed in chapter six.

3. T. Cooper, Kystery of witchcraft (161?), p. 290.
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remedy suj^jested "by writers. Giiford stressed that 

faith, alone was a shield against witchcraft, and

"tearne quo tod the Fsalns to the effect that the sodly
1n-~j ed not fear witchcraft since they were protected.

One writer even tried to ar^ue that the religious were 

less subject to attack than other people:

'Though G-od may try his dearest children this way, 
yet it is very seldome, and upon their goods
rather then upon their bodies 1,

Nevertheless he was forced to adnit that f so:.otii.ies it 

hath boene found, that tl ay have prevailed to the

taking away of the life of some, who have been reputed
P religious * • ~ A similarly ambivalent attitude \;as sliovm.

by 'William Perkius v/ho rennjrked tli:-t * -hou^h the ^ 

man be not exerted froii witchcraft, yet he is a thousand 

folde Liore free fron the power thereof, then other uen 

are 1 .^ This double idea ic reflected iu the actual 

Uosex cases. 'On several occasions the devoutnecs of 

the hoped-for victim baffled the v/itch. & witch in 1566 

admitted that she was unable to bewitch a in an because 

he * was GO strong© in fayth 1 , incl in 1^39 another 

worian confessed tliat

1. Gifford, Discourse i sii> I5-I3V ; -tearne , Oonf imation
P« 3.

2. aieruard, 'auide . p. 182,
3. Dainjied -rt. pp.2^3-^*- 
*. 1566 iamphlot, p. 324.



'she sent her saide sprites, to hurt i*aster ivitchin 
A-iniGter of the saide towne, and also urito one 
George Joe of the saide towne «... but t iey could 
not, and the cause why the.y could not, as the saide 
sprites tolde her, was because they iiad at their 
conning a strong faith in ^od, and had invocated 
and called upon lain, that they could doo them no 
hanie ' • 1

the conclusions contemporaries could Iraw from 

this apparent iiumunity of tne godly, was the fact that 

one method of avoiding physical disaster was to be 

ardent in religion. Jhis was inplied by Jonn Gaule 

when he made a list of b'odly actions, for instance

prayers, thanksgiving, and purity of thought, which.
2 were the real ans\ver to a threat of witchcraft.

Unfortunately, the ^asex evidence cannot help solve the 

problem of whether, in actual life, fear of witchcraft 

led to increased outward religious devotion, One reason 

for doubting whether this was so is tho suggestion that 

people, in fact, i-ealised that godliness was no projection,

George ui/xord was sensitive to tue fact that among 

his -^ssex congr elation an obsession with witchcraft 

counter-action undermined 'true faith 1 . He wrote that

1 many nowe doe even quake and tremble, and their 
faith doth staler. Ha the hee rov/er (thinke they) 
over such as be cuniiin^^ in the scriptures, then 
what are they the better for their profecciionV the

1. 15^9 Pamphlet, sig. -^v . -^icaai - .itckeu, ?aentioued 
as a double-beneficed minister in 1^86, held both 
Inworth and --tioted between 1^62-ly^'^ ^avids, ••vtmals, 
p. 104).

2* »Jaule, ^eleot Oases, pp.
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v/itch is on their bones as well as upon others. 
By this it might seeme, and so they take it, that 
other helpes and remedies are to be sQu^jlvt than by 
the scriptures. And so they rim and seeke help 
where they ought not.' 1

Such disruptive effects on conventional religious 

attitudes are graphically illustrated in the stru^lo 

of an ^ssex minister to save his dying wife. L>he 

believed herself to be bewitched a; id, in considerable 

oain, told ! icr husband of her fearn. \s "befitted his
v 9

position as parson of Beaumont, he answered,

'1 pray you bo content an:' thinke not r,o, "but trust 
in -*od and put your trust in hiii onely, and he will 
defend you from her, arid £ro:;i the Divell himselfe 
also: and said moreover, what will the people say, 
that I beeiiir: a J.T»oacher shoulde 'isve • wife so 
weake in faith 1 .

However, the situation ^rew graver, and after his wife 

had threatened to seek help £ro;a her father if hor 

husband would not co—operate, Une pars-jj/. iju^;iii to v/aver, 

still Qxiiortiiijj; her to pray to <>od, but saying that he 

would hang tiie i/itcl, if he could prove her ^uiit. (Jhen 

he encountered the suspect over the garden fence he 

shouted at her

'I an glad you are here, you vield strumpet, saying f 
I do think 7/011 have bewitched :.fiy T ,Tifo, and as truly 
as (jro^ doth live, ii 1 can perceive yt s^e be 
troubled any more as she hn.th beer, I will not 
leave a whole bone aoouo \;hee, ana be^idus 1 will

1. DialoKue.
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seeke to have thee hanged • '

Given the conbinatioii of a painful and prolonged illness 

exnd a notorious witch, faith was of little avail.

fhe parson ol i>eauuont was deaj,in ; with witchcraft 

already, so it was believed, at work, ^h.ia second stage 

in the counter-action against witcnes could lead to 

several types of activity. :ie choice was between private 

action and consulting an expert, --'or instance, one 

of Cdfford'c characters was in a state of indecision 

because of conflicting advice iron his friei^is. I'ln 

his animals dyinr; at an unprecedented rate, i-o stated 

anxiously that,

of Liy neighbours wisne ^e to barrie some 
alive, as a henne or a hogt;e» Others will : ie in 
tliiie to seeke Uelpe at oho handea of boiae cunning 
man, before 1 have any further name. '2

first alternative, using fire as a cure or preventive, 

was obviously widely employed in -ssex. dii'ford told 

hovj a woiiion on the scaffold admitted tkat after a pig

1. 1532 Pamphlet, si£>-^2v-^'3« i^t as ^lev/court au ,( 3 ests,"
iilchard "Garrison was parson of iioauiaont froi/^ 1566-91, 
apart for a short deprivation in 1^86, Venn is wrong in 
identifying him with the ^ichard Harryson who matriculated 
fron Jhrist's in 1?75« Hewcourt t ^epertoriun, li . '4-1 ; 
Venn, Alumi. ^Jitajjrj^^iensijs. :'iaiT.\Sv>n- cioeo not apx>ear 
in the iuritan survey of 15B6, inhere Beaunont is omitted.
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had been burnt alive, 'her cat waul . never go thither
>>

any more 1 . In 1582 we hear of a ir Vn_rv-- chived of

witchcraft by having its ears cut off and burnt, and in 

the trial of 1579 a man stated that he had lost tiventy

hogs before he burnt ^ne ' waei'eoy as >t.e o-iiii :eth f he
o

saved the reste 1 . 6* ^ince 3uch incidents are only

casually recorded, it Is iiip-jiisible to toll whether it 

was normal for a villager to burn parfcs of his property 

when ho nobiced a hi&h level of death or disease among 

iiis animals. -'•here are two cuses iii t.ie church courts 

of animals bein^; burnt alive an i t.ieir owners being 

presented, '; but normally it is only by accidon~c that v/e 

hear of such incidents. ^Uus another nan was prosorited 

in the sane court, not because ne 'did burne a lambe on 

o(u)r corFiion w(hi)ch he sayth vras bewitched 1 , but rather 

because ho was foolish enough to do this on a iinday, 

during evening service, and *r,o 3et fire on the common* 

which drew the coajr edition 'w(iJt-.\ amaaerent from the 

church*. Other ^rivato reiiedies v\-ere e .... loyod in »>sex
1. ^_ ^, sig.ID; tiisre 13 another cnso at sif^.IA . 
2.15^ -^Lj.piilot t Git5.1JI ; 1579 ±amphlet f si^.131. *L nuiaber of 

similar cases from all over ^n^lond are listed in

3. ^.;.3es 112C and .. , , though, in the for:ier, it was 
actually the cnurchv/arden who was presented for not 
presentin tho offender.
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in the atte rot to cure aiiinals, amonj then certain
1prayers and ritual actions.

Ajiimals, however, wore not the only agricultural 

property whose safety defended on auti-jitu-a.Cx'cu.'t 

spells •'•no actions* Butter, cheese, •m-" boer were 

especially vulnerable to witches and we consequently 

learn of shells and activities to make them Tree from
o

wJtches. i-'he attest >f a woman in 1>.,,~ uo rmke 

butter illustrates one of the most c.. .^,, oi* the anti- 

witchcraft cares, the red-hot horseshoe. It also shows 

how a rjerson went through several possible a : ;>lanations 

for a Strange phenomenon before ciecidi^j wuui^ier witch­ 

craft vras at wjrk. Unable to turn ) -ior : il.7 : into butter, 

the worcan thouht that this mi::ht be because of

*t}ie f eedin' : of her beo-ste, or els that the vessels 
were not aweete, whereupon she caith f she scalded 
her vessels, raid -icourc^l : ' with sr.lt, thinking 
thai; iiii0nt iiolpe, but ic w«u never trto beol;or but 
as before: then she saith, shoe wc.s fi.xll of care..., 
then shoe saith it cauc into her .-^ind to 3a, >rovo 
anot/ier way, which wac s sh.ee t^-okc a horse shoe 
and ::iade it rodde hot, and put it into the lailke in 
the vossals, and GO into 'her creane: an-? then she 
saith, ohee coulde seath her inilke, floete her 
craa'-ie, and malce her Gutter in : od sort. * 3

"The theory behind this, as -;el. : . • ! io assu.^. oi,>ri that 

such methods were connonly enplcyed in ficr.ox, is

1. ^ase 1007; ^^osiuly in this category wcuj the man who 
could not approach his bewitched cow until he had 
kiaaed under its tail ^uiiiord, .Jia.lor.ue. sig»IA ).

2. '.dy f OondlOt p. 59; : cot, 'dscoYer;/, p. 238.
3. 1582 Pamphlet, sis. ^3V .
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illustrated by uifford who asked in the person of 

'M.B. ' how metal stuck into creaii could hurt the witch, 

'you did not thinke ohe was in your creaioe, did you';' 1 . 

To this it was replied, '^oiiie thinke she is there, and

therefore, when they thrust in the spil/be they say, If
-i 

thou beeat here have at thine eie 1 . Similar methods

were employed, according to an -^sex pamphlet, to save
p bewitched beer.

Burning part of the victim and using pieces of 

red-hot metal were possible responses to attacks on 

livestock and dairy-products, but they were obviously 

impracticable in the majority of ifosex cases, where the 

attack was on a human being. ^ few of the spells and 

methods actually used to cure a bewitched person have 

been preserved by chance in the ^ssex records, in most 

cases such methods are not recorded. One woman, examined 

in 1570,

'bore her husband in hand that he was bewitched: 
and as a remedy thereof, she caused a trivet (i.e. 
metal frame for a fireplace) to be set and certain 
pieces of elder arid white hazel wood to be laid 
upon the trivet across, with a fire under it; and then 
hin, who was at that time not well in his wits, to 
kneel down arid say certain prayers, as she taught him; 
and thereby, she said, he could be delivered of his 
bewitching, or his witch ehould consume as the fire did. '

1. Gdfford, ^io
2. 15G2 Panphlet, 
$• ^ase 1204. 'ilie nature of the cures used, a mixture 

of plants and p»ayers^can be soen in case o
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Another woman, the most notorious witch in tlie trial 

of 1582, told how she

'was troubled with a lameness in her bones, and 
for ease thereof, went to one ^ockes uife of >veley, 
nowe deceased, who telled this exairdnate that shoe 
was bewitched, and at her entretie taught hor to 
unwitche her self; ^nd had her take hog&QB dun^e 
and charriell, and put them together and holde them 
in her left hand, and to take in the other hande 
a knife and then to cast trie said into the Tire 
and to take the said knife and to make three pricks 
under a table and to pricke the medicine three times, 
and to make tliree pricks under a table, and to let 
the knife sticke there: and after that to take 
three leves of sage, and as much of herbe John 
(alias herbe grace) and put thoia into ale, and 
drink it last at ni^ht and first in the morning, 
and then shee ta>,in,j the same, had ease of her 
lameness.'1

As can be seen in both quotations, it \<*as essential to 

be certain that it was witchcraft that was ,-esponsible 

for the death of illness; it was also important to find 

out the na^e of the witch. Nearly all the methods of 

curing bewitched humans depended on being certain of 

these two facts. 'Burning of the thatch of the suspected 

parties house 1 which is 'thought to be able to cure the
O "7

partie bewitched* ;*" 'daring and defying the Witch',"' or
IL 

threatening her; 'Banging and basting, scratching and
c

clawing, to dranr blood of the witch', and making her
f~ 

touch the victim,0 all these methods were probably

1. 1582 -iraiaphlet, sigiA7-A7v .
2. Perklna, Darinod -rt* p.206.
3. Gaule, Select -^;o3» p.1'44.
4. is in the case of -olcliard ilarrison, parson of -i 

or, more successfully, in the 1582 ijamphlet,sib'
5. 6aule.oelect waseG.p.l^MI-; ^irford.Dialof:ue,sif^. 

described this.
6. Bernard. Guide. p.!93»
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in •*ssex. /l All required, inowledge of who was the likely 

culprit.

A further implication is that all these methods 

helped to make a hitherto hidden tension into an open 

breach, often with a considerable show of hostility. 

If such action failed, and the suffering person died, 

the counter-action mi^ht be taken a stage further; the 

suspect was taken to the law courts, ^liere a new set 

of tests, to prove or disprove the suspicions, were 

employed. But in a large number of cases the inforraal 

re-actions to suspected witchcraft probably dealt with 

the problem: the victim recovered, the butter churned, 

the suspect moved or died, ^hen the cases came to the 

courts it meant that the informal solutions had failed 

and that nothing less than the death or complete 

confession and reconciliation of the suspect were accept­ 

able. Been in this way the punishment of witches was 

not nerely for past offences. It was part of the whole 

graded aeries of counter-actions and was regarded as a 

prerequisite for healing from witchcraft and an insurance

against future disasters. For example, Bernard stated
p

that healinc; some tines required the death of the witch.

1. For example in the 1582 Pamphlet,sig.03; 1579 
Pamphlet, sig.^vii; case 11?0.

2. Bernard, v*uide« p. 146,
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To find a witch one could either use private 

magic, £0 to a c^innin man, or botlu ^ince witchcraft 

was »ue a orious .force, a series of =;ei3t3 uore 

eTnrtloyed to confirm that current gossip and suspicions 

were correct. ^ person suspecting witchcraft to bo 

at work ral^ht burn something belonging to the su•, osed 

witch, or part of the object bewitched, and would then
A

wait tj see if the suspect came *:•• 1: round, Ellen

Smith, of **aldon in Lasex, was among those cau^lit in
2 this manner. *.ot only did auch a method coiifir;! and

r 
clajify previous suspicions, allowinr; the individual

an opportunity to seek the opinion of bis neighbours on 

the matter, it was also connected with the idoa that 

witchen were people v;ho were always dropping in for 

small loans, o:c to enquire about personal affaire, such 

as the health of the family. here are a number of 

excellent contemporary accounts of how suspicions focused 

on a certain peroon in a v'llarre. •i-'hey show how a 

person beca:ie incre- ;:1 i : ;ly disliked; the part played 

by gossir -and ruinour and the pooling of opinions. 

Hichard Bernard, for Instance, divided the growth of 

suspicions into eight stages. i('irot there ia fear of 

in general, then thia becoraea localised
the property of the witch most valued in counter- 

witohoraft was urine, thatch, and articles of clothing: 
jrerkina, ^amned .rt T p » 206; >- -1 earne > v/oiuUr •' at ion« ID . 
Kittredge, ltchcraft t > .102-3t^-u. 

2. 1579 iomphlet,
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'if any thing happen a-;ispe f hee (the Devil) siig :ecteth 

a suspition of this or that party to be a witch*, 

thirdly the individual co<imiunicates his fears to a 

neighbour who then divulges that he himself, has his 

own fears. In the fifth stage all the gossips get 

together and the rumour spreads right round the village 

until 'it is taken for granted, that such an one is a 

Witch'. Uxice a person is a known witch she becoues 

generally disliked 'so as others upon any ill hap v begin 

likewise to blaiue the same partie for that ill accident'. 

From then on every word or deed of the suspect is inter­ 

preted to fit the conviction of her guilt, people become 

'suspicious to marke all the words and deeds of the 

suspected and to interpret tho worst of them*. Just to 

confirm their suspicions, they go off to a cunning man 

who tells them 'that they are bewitched, that they live 

by ill neighbours'. Hie final stage, which leads to 

an accusation at the courts, may be initiated by one of 

a number of villagers: 'the Divell stirreth up some

impatient, more fiery and inraged tnen the rest, to seeke
*

revenge, to hale the suspected before ^uthoritie*.

In this description ife see that withcraft suspicions tended 

to move in an ever-widening ripple tiirough the village, 

the final ascusation being based on a general consensus of

1. Bernard, ^uide. pp.81-3.
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opinion, which rested on the mutual exchange of .fears 

through gossip. •-•uch a consensus is most obvious in 

the presentments at the church courts, 'J^hese were 

made by the church-wardens on the basis of 'conation 

fame 1 in the parish, llius counter-action against witches 

was a village affair in its later stages. toot merely 

the concern of an individual, it siobilized a number 

of emotional forces in the parish,

£he way in which people connected certain events 

with a woman whom they disliked is well illustrated 

by Reginald '-cot. He wrote that the process occurred 

over a 'tract of time 1 and that 'tKe witch waxeth 

odious and tedious to hir neighbors; and they againe 

are despised and despited of hir.' She then went 

round cur sin; them and, ^one ti-ne later, strange deaths 

and siclinecs visited the village. Not only the suspecting 

villagers, but also the suspected witch herself, inter­ 

pret the malice and Misfortune as being somehow iriter-
1related. j.'ho way in v/hich the first star;e in the

groivrbh of suspicions, the individual reaction, occurred 

is described by 'Hionas >idy. -e^doia is a person hurt, 

Ady wrote, without crying out that be ia bewitched.
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"for, saith he, such an old man or wonan came 
lately to my door, and denired some relief , and 
I denied it, and C>od forgive me, ny heart did 
rise against her at that tine, my mind cave me 
she looked liko a witch, and presently iny ^hild, 
my ./ife, uy olf, my Horse . ... or someuhat was 
thus and thus handled. ' 1

This suggests that an individual first angered another 

and then, expecting retribution, suffered some misfortune. 

'Aliis is similar to the description of a inan who angered 

a woman, but repented 'for I looked somewhat would

follow. And next night, I saw the ugliest sight that
2 ever x saw* • Possibly the sequence was sometimes

reversed, thus one man seems to have suffered an injury, 

and then cast round in his luind, exoiiiinlng his ueitihbo 

relationships, to see who might have had the motive to 

bewitch him. In many caaen it is iutposslblu uo -uoll 

whether the injury, or trio specific realisation that 

one was likely to be bewitched, came first, 'i'uua a. 

woman was detected at the Archdeacon of 

court as a quarreller,

because some of hir neighbours aft or she Lathe 
fallen out w(i)th then have had evell auccecso w(i)th 
the Oattell therfore they have conceived an opinion 
that she ys a witche ' • 4

What seems evident from Ady's descriptionjhov/over, 13 

that It was the social relationship which determined

1. Ady, Candle, p. 11-:-.
2. Gifford. -Dialogue,
3. Ibid, . slg. B.
4. -ace 1046.
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the selection of a likely witch. i*hou^h witches may 

also have been ugly, poor or old, it was not primarily 

this that was lively to load to suspicion* ^ssex

evidence clearly shows that it was the motive for
1 bewitching wliicli was most strongly stressed. A person

came to looS: like a witch when they acted like a witch; 

as Ady put it, 'ray Mind did give me she looked like a 

witch* when turned from the door.

One final description of the way in which 

suspicions ,_;rew, were pooled, ;md finally exploded into 

a charge, deserves full quotation. It was written by 

George Clifford who, with his ^sex background, is 

particularly well placed to understand the informal 

activity which took place in a village before a pro­ 

secution was made.

'Coine woman doth fal out bitterly with her neighbour: 
there followeth some great hurt, ....•'•here is a 
suspicion conceived, v/itliin feue yeares after ahee 
is in some iarre with an other, nee is also plagued, 
-his is noted of all. ^roat farao in spread of the 
matter* ^*othor w. is a witch. *-»ke hath bewitched 
goodman B. ;ilwo ho^ges died strangely: or also JLOO is 
taken lame, ^'el, mother w doth begin to boo very 
odious and terrible unto many, her neighbours, dare 
say nothing*; but yet in their heart03 they wish shoe 
were handed. :.ortly a^ter an otVisr f^lleth 3iclco 
and doth pine, hee can have no stonacke unto his 
meate, nor hee can not sleepe. 5?he neighbours oor.ie 
to visit him. well neighbour, sayth one, do ye not 
suspect 3oae naughty dealing: did yee_never anger 
mother WV truly neighbour (sayth he) i liave not 
liked the wo.uion a long tyme. I can not tell how I 
should displease her, unlenae It WCVG tlii:i other day,

1. ^ee Oh.14 below.



my wife prayed her, and so did I, that shee would 
keepe her hennes out of my garden, ^ee spake her 
as fayre as wee could for our lives. 1 thinke 
verely shee hath bewitched me. -&very body sayth 
now that mother W is a witch in daede, and hath 
bewitched the f?ood man ^. Hee cannot eatc his meats. 
It is out of all doubt: for there v:ere ( those) 
which saw a weasil runne from her housv/ard into his 
yard even a little beiore nee fell siclio. ^lio siclie 
man dieth, and taketh it upon his death that be is 
bewitched: tlien is mother d apprehended, and sent to 
prison, shee is arrayned and condemned. ' 1

-ussex pamphlets corroborate this description of the 

gradual growth of suspicions, a process in which nc 

event was ascribed to the evil will of the witch for 

several years at a time, and then laoro and more disaster 

was laid at her door. Gifford sii": -jested that, by the 

end, ' every body 1 agreed that n certain p or son was a 

witch, that she became 'very odious and terrible to 

many, 'that 'great fame is apread of the matter 1 . Shin 

supports the impression froia ^soex legal records that 

a large number of village families became involved as 

victims, relatives or friends. As we mi-;.;ht expect, 

it seoifs that the whole village population becane 

involved in the subsequent tension ano r.ossip. G-if ford's 

description also shows very strikingly how a man cast 

round in his mind, encouraged by his neighbours, to 

see who rai^ht have bewitched him: in this case lie 

selected, a person with who.™ he felt uneasy and a^

1. Gifford, JisGourse, sigi 64-G
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whom he had offended. -?he popular attitude to witches, 

they were 'odious and terrible 1 , became more bittsr 

because it had to remain unr el cased: her neighbour a 

f dare say nothing out yet in their heart es thej wish 

shee were hanged 1 . */heri enough proof was accumulated, 

and the village was united, the prosecution could occur.

Unfortunately, the ^ssex records do nob callow 

any quantitive measure to be iaade of the anouiit of 

counter-witchcraft activities. iret it soems that the 

prosecutions at the lav; courts jure only the final, and 

necessarily partial, expressions of far more widespread 

suspicions in the villa. ;;. One accusation, as lias boon 

seen from other evidence, might emerge from a complicated 

background in which the whole village, through rumour 

and gossip, took part. llhus witchcraft does not appear 

as soaic random outburst on the part of an individual, but
 

rather as a phenomenon arising; fron the roots of society. 

It would tiius be fair to surest that, since 229 .;>ssex 

villages are known to huvo be on connected in sone way to 

witchcraft proeecutions and 291 people were accused 

black witchcraft between 1>GO-1G30 at the ^rssox Ass 

the amount of gossip, ruiiour, and tension in this 

county ifiust have been iiimense. i'hough it Coinnot be 

proved, it see:as likely that villagers were

ol'



140

engaged in contending with, or discussing, witchen. 

Through counter-notion against witches, sufferers 

were united with their neighbours in a series of 

magical and other activities v/hich not only b-^ruj.-u 

present relief and some sort of explanation, but 

hope of eradicating future nisery*
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i , 4.-'o'..k and ->ssex Witchcraft Prosecutions.

In the previous chapter, it was seen tnat one 

step in the procedure towards prosecuting a suspected 

witch was the consultation of e. cunning man, witcli— finder
A

or witch-doctor. Analysis of the activities of 

cunning folk is therefore necessary before v/e can 

understand the pressures behind accusations at the 

•"Ssex courts. Airtherinore, cunning folk were the) is elves 

prosecuted as 'witches 1 , especially at the ecclesiastical 

courts. Indeed it is arguable that it was primarily 

against cunning folk that t7 .o visitation articles were 

directed.

.'here were clearly a considerable number of 

magic?.! practitioners throughout m^land in our period. 

One sorcerer asserted in 154-9 that there were over five 

hundred, and, sorie seventy years later, Robert Burton

argued that '^orcorers are too co'inon, Cunning men,
•5 

Wisards and whito-uitches .... in ever, village 1 . ^

1« i-'here were a. nuinber of interchangeable terras for 
these iiracoitioners, 'white 1 , 'good 1 , or 'unbinding 1 
witches, ble^uern, vrizax'c.o, iiorcerers; cuin in; folk or 
wise v ten are used in this chapter Jaiuce taiey v/ore the 
most frequent terns, --ee r'.tT.j.o^e, '^ ^ortjuror or 
Cuimin^aan of the seventeenth ^eritury 1 , -j-'lie iiritish 
Archivist, 7 (1914), 18. jp.l^-l'1 ?.
2. i'he evidence for this is discussed on p. £o above. 
J>. ^ito»edG e, .Jitchcraf t . DP • 211-12 ; abort i'urton, 
Anatomy oT i^elancholy (ftxiord,1621j f p.239; -

'-*t the numbers even 'fV '
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Table G lists oixty-one po si'ble cu^nin^ folk nauned 

in connection with ^fsex. >.^e of them lived out bide 

•Essex; in a few cones we cannot Le certain that those 

accused or referred to were really :r.a,;ic::l practitioners. 

.out we can be fairly sure tiiat at least forty-one both 

lived in ^c.ex arid acted as cunnin: folk*

'Phis list represents only a fraction of those who 

actually were curmiiVj folk in ~»osex« AS ^tearne pointed 

out, 'not many 1 cunning foll< were brought to court

because 'neri rather vr-hold their., and nay, why should
/i

oiny man be questioned for doing good'. One exai-nle of

how much has been lost through the absence ox records 

can be seen by conpurin^ court records to depositions 

recorded in the pait-phlebs. -here is o^lr one prosecution

during the whole period in -^ssex in which a yarson was
2 -iccused of curing bewitched cattle or humans; thus we

Iiavo bean left wit;', little indication that it was 

a comMoii part of a ciinnin,^ man's trade to detect witches. 

Xet, chance references GU(; ;est that it was normal to 

send to cu -ninn folk to enquire about possible v/itchcruf t • 

in 1564 a 'wo-. ••••• ^jder ^unckev/oode' and 'ulio i/oraan of 

Faswic* were consulted; in 1>82, liother --atcliffe,

2. ^atherine Keve in i^able 6.



Ursley Kempo, 'Cocke's wife', 'one Herring 1 , a

cuimint, nian at Ipswich an.l a nan 'of skill' were

all instructing people on how to deal with witchcraft;

in 1589 and 164-5 other cunninr; folk T-iero uentioned as

beinp: consulted concerning possible witchcraft.

&ince it seems that it was primarily the magical

activity associated with trying to discover lost goods

that was prosecuted, there is a bias towards men in

t'ie table, arid, in the follo^riiv: calculations, '^here

are other distortions also* ^s u'.th prosecutions for

black witchcraft, but even more so in this instance,

we are dealing with activities which have left only a

marginal trn.ce in the surviving records. It io largely

for tliis reason that tlio following reconstruction

depends heavily on contemporary opinions of the activities

of cunning folk.

Griff ord described a cunnin., woinan who had 'a ^reat 

na^e* arid to whom there wan V^eat resort ...dayly'* 

let it is difficult to obtain any quantitative estii/iate 

of how cuiny people actually did £0 tr> cunning folk or 

in what percentage of all cases of illness, suspected 

witchcraft, or theft, they were cojisuitod. 'Out of question 

tliey be innuia erable which receive helpo by f-;oiri;; to the

1^ rhese cases are listed in liable G wi;ich is a list 
of all references to cu/oii^; folk iu - : o:: records, not 
merely those mentioned in court records. 
2.
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cunning man' ar-^uod the same author. He also provided 

the only quantitative entire.to when he said that 

'inhere be thousands in t.au land deceived, '-".'he woman 

at R.H. by report hath some weeke four-tie co te unto 

her, and :aany ui' them not of the meaner o^rt'. It is 

also inter-eating that in all but one o.f the nine caooo 

in which C if ford described counter-action against 

suspected witchcraft in his ;ialo. ;ue the victim, or noar 

friend went to a cuj)iiin£ uan. " If people consulted 

cunning folk In only half the nany hundreds of cases 

of suspected witchcraft, it seems lively that such 

practitioners ijjust have been nore numerous and important 

than table G su:;^;eots. Gunning f ol: uheinsolvcs infre­ 

quently described their clients. ^'hen such descriptions 

fcjurvivo troy are vague. ?cr instance, an •-o;:iox cunning man 

admitted, in 1.^1, that,

'there have come urnto hiia aiv(er)s people in these 
three yeares last past to inuuiro in the sane kind 
for stollen ^oou.j3, but Low ii:ony he cannot tell.' 3

In the archdencorTvler. of Aisex and Oolchester tlxirty-aeven 

cases of re;:,orting to cunnin-, folk were presented, but 

it is impossible to tell nov; lar^e a proportion of tlie 

actual instarices thi^ wus. CTiius we uovo..c- ...car of any

1. Ibid,, sir's. G3,H.
2. j.vor convenience 'cunning inaii 1 will be uaed an tiic 
singular of cunning folk, though the practitioners wore 
ox*ten female. .e caoes in vxifford'a ^iuiot-^uo are on

3. Case'846.'
4. J^or example, cases 893, 9^2, 1065-
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of the clients of either Thomas Haunde, to whoTa

'ignorant people resorte .... as a .vj ̂ a.rd', ; :or those
/\ 

of Henry Sower who had ^ceived 'many ^ooplo 1 .

x*he location o own ,-^sex curmin.-; folk and the 

laoveuent of their clients are plotted in .np 2 and ?a. 

•"•Ithough cunning folk continued to be accused until the 

end of our period, Ma,- 2a is iiroited to the period of 

Elizabeth's reign; this is the best documented period, 

since oiiurcL courts were tliroue;hout active centres of 

the presentation of cunning folk aii<, tlieir clients. 

T!:iis iiie.p illustrates that nowhere in -^ssex v/as thore a 

village iaoi*e than ten uile^ frori a loaown cm-mine nan. 

Hie county was covered by a network of magical practitioners, 

sometimes several In a town as at ^olruiester, ^reat 

Bardfield, or ^eeley, bu^ usually more scattered, i-a}> 2, 

showing the distances people trave?.led to consult v;ise— 

wen and wor-ien during the ;;?.iole period, revealr? that 

peoijle even travelled beyond t>?e county boundaries in 

search of help. >uffolk, ~<ondon., and even Newcastle,

were tUe iiones of ^. nuinber of e:c7>erts connultod by -^s
rj 

villa ̂ ors. Thus v;e loiow that -eo'ole travelled over

1. *ases 1120 and
2. One Newcastle case Cli7!>/ is lie bed iu tc;ble 6; 

the other (1072) is omitted since no cunning man was
nar-ed. ...loth clients lived in estuary towns and there 
is no other 'Wew ^astle 1 in
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five rviles on more than nineteen occasions, and more 

than twenty niles on ei^ht of tuese nineteen journeys. 

Gifford seems to ^ave been accurately reflecting the 

situation when he riade a mn wonder whetVer to go twenty

m.11er? t> o. cnnnirwj nan, or twenty-five to a canning
*

woman. 35i« distance travelled c~n?iot "be uned to

measure the availability of cunning folk; as at Havestock 

in 1570, sufferers seem to have travelled to further 

off cunning folk In preference to locul practitioner?^ 

Increased prentice tl trough ratio tone 8:3 was r-orjsibly 

one of the attractions of uondon cuamin; folk. Bernard 

that it was a corcnon technique of cunning

folk who T^ad failed, to advir.e clients to Q;O to aziot .-.or
pmore powerful, practitioner . " 'Thus, when an -soex xiari

in 16^1 failed to receive help at nearby Borden, he
•z 

w eiit to -^o ndo n • .

; folk were, according to the records, primarily 

consulted about health and lost pro >erty. It .is -^uite

possible, hovfever, thrj-fc people also b^ou; ht to them other
4 problems of a personal nature. One of the rare known

cases of this war? the wo?nan *!>resonted at tae -»rohdeacon

1. Clifford, ji^lo-ue, si ;5.:>.
2. Bernard, Uuide, ,>.14r7; cot, "i^:cjve.L-., . ;«_7>3, -iade 

the aarie point.
3. ^ase 646.
4. i?hi£3 was certaiiily the case with their ':ore sopliiati- 

cated coujiter L;artG, tl.te judicial astrolo^ei^s, as can be 
aeea in the notebooks of .rfillioiu Lilly and ^ichard .uapier, 
for example those cited in case 1207. ^or cunni";; folk 
consulted on marital problems in Norfolk, see 
witchcraft, p• 107.



of ^olch ster's court for u~,in;T na^le'to knovr whether

a wo nan bo w(i)th child e w(i)th a man childe ur a woman
^ Child e, As an -ssex cler^/nrcan admitted,

'as the Ministers of ^od doe ^ive insolation to the
douoi;full

the ministers or oatan, under the name of .ise-iaexi, 
and .-iiie-uo.iien, are ab . :.,ri<l, j;/ his a ,. .oii;t;jient f uo 
resolve, direct and heloe ignorant and un^etled 
^er^oiiij, in c.^ea of aistractioi,., Io;jse f or other 
outv/aixl calamities' »S

If this was true, it seems that a person ni -at have 

gone to consult a canning man in nany situations of 

anguish or indecision. Unfortunately, however, it is 

only when the cunning folk clashed with the direct 

interests of other pr 'fessional groups, -artioularly 

the clergy and doctors, that tjieir activity has been 

recorded.

Cunninr; folk were o:ily consulted about theft and 

illness in sr-ecial circumstances. In sovoral of the 

cases of theft whore they were consulted, it was the 

rumoured suspect who went to a wise i^mn to clear hiin^olf • 

'-^hus one man said he had boon to a wise nan 'to clear 

hinself of steal inr the shirt, and ..... the cunning man

gave hiii a note to clear himself 1 ; another went to
/> 

London to free himself fron suspicion. ̂ Gifford provided

an exc ell exit example of how, v/Ueri norrial le^al laethods

were impossible because a bheft was vrithin a household,
1. Case 1060.
2* Introduction to ; er>ins, 'Oainnod rt, ; . 3. 

Cases 6>5 and 846 j caa«
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a cunning -nan wan consulted. ilioiaas -vd.y gives further 

evidence that cunning folk helped people locate their 

enemies in intimate situations which proaioioua upen or 

immediate accusations. Ie ronar-kod that '-';•) |.v, >-•> } 

or good -itches .... will ur-dorta :o to chew tha lace of

the j?hief in. the Glass, or of any other that hath done
2 

his neighbour wrong -privily 1 .*" It was the secret wronga

of neighbours, relatives, o^.- uu^.^of1 '"-Urn'I.; 

called for secret detection, -his -n->--ct T r; on :ecially 

important when the curinin^ nan v/as bciii:.". consulted about 

possible witchcraft. As ue Kill see, one of the main 

attractions of cirariin^; folk was U^at thou - ,a.-ovided an 

outside, ^'parentI/ objective and irrmrti^.l, .'vnal;/sis 

of a person f r, ^-TationchipQ. - cumiin : from a distant 

village with x)roGtice and confidence-inducinp; tecimi^uea 

could provide a ^.eans of brin.; ;in;-~ suspicious:. > ui; into 

the Ojjoa, deer-ite the •prerj.-'.u.re:.. f-.^-'.Linwt •"• -^ '^Btilitj 

between neighbours.

Bernard au'^joated that three principal reasons for 

the popularity of cmniin,: folk were tiu*t tJ^eir clients 

coui'i riw'u :jet ielp fron elsewhere and were j. . * ^reat 

tonnent 1 ; that --^ny had recoivod successful t-/eat-ient 

from them; and "that they have helpe fror?. those at a little

or no cost at all, whereas - hysicl^G^is_jyer<:; c pi®_'j?

1. Clifford, Discourse, sip;. li,2.
2. -Miy» Handle > p. ; »-j. 

Bernard, uuide, pp.
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All tliree stateuentG are supported by actual ~.3sox cases.•£•. .&. *j/

•-lie other xuoentive to , o to c mining folk: io ^iibted. by 

Bernard. This was their ability to ^ruvide not only a 

remedy for the physical pain, but also an explanation 

of why the suffering had occuri-ed: tliat ic, they could 

confir:: that the misfortune was the result of witchcraft. 

An excellent j escri^tior- of hov someone received raoro 

satisfaction fro~?. visiting a cicinin-; r?j?.n than an ordinary 

doctor is given for Essex in 1'" "• A sailor, landing 

at Ipswich, found that his daughter was very ill and 

therefore too^_ a saisplc; u^' hor urine to u l^cal pliysician. 

'Hie sailor ashed tl = e doctor 'IT that hin -'?an--''iter were 

nob bewitched 1 but ths latter- replied 'that hee \;oulde 

nob deale 30 farre to tell hi;;if ' so, 'not satisfied to

.. child's father went to a local
2cunning man who confirmed that the chiL •••"?, bewitched.

^; man, we see in. tliis case, dealt v/itli both 

physical and mental needs, and translated, at hie client's 

recuust, a p;ay»jical iriisfortuno in bo ;.i ^y^pton of 3piribual 

malice.

The actual nethods enployed by cunning folk in 

•^ssex are only vaguely ^u;;^ected in the records. Techniques 

clearly differed from practitioner to practitioner and

1. u'or foes of cun.r.iin:;; nen and. their succesc t?.oe later 
in the chapter; the type of illiien.- tluv v/cre a^ke 
to oure is diGcujsed on 11. 2^8 \>elcw.

2. 1582 Pamphlet,
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depended on vrhether thay were asked about bh3ft f 

illness or other problems* ./hen the client first 

arrived, he was of ton warned that lie was only Just 

in tine for Help, '^hus, in the descrlyti.v ;x jf the 

Ipswich affair just referred to, the sailor- was told 

that 'if hee had not connen with suiue great haste to 

seeke helpe, hee had cone too late ' . -''his would 

arouse the interest of the die -it and provide a loop­ 

hole if remedies failed. Thus a cuiininK woiaan ir* 1>32

said that 'she doubted she shoulde doe it (a sick child)
*

any ..;;ood, yet she ninistered unto it 1 . . next stage

in the consultation was the vital one. -The cunning nan 

would enquire ab >ut the nature of the trouble and seek 

to find out about the social .•'nlationahips -of the victiii, 

especially who h • or she suspected of inflicting the 

ninfortuiie. .People usually seem to have visited cunning 

f.>l}" vrith 30110 idea of v;hat was wron^ T/it'li t^ioia and of 

who i/as to blaivie; the curmiri" man's ain vis to bring 

this out into the open -and to jive it confir; nation. 

i'here are riunerouE examples of this process. cunning

woman confirmed that a sick men was "bowitched, 'lie saith
o

he ir, forspoken indeede 1 4'" ^i-Vford sai<Y explicitly tn.at

people 'run to ooniurers to know if they be not witches 

wlio they suspect'* 'pot noted that it v;as a al

1. 153P Pamphlet, siE.
2. uix'ford,

e other exaiiiolea in ^iii'3. Ibid,, si^.l; there are 
Dialogue, si^s. i34v , G.
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practice of cunning folk to ask the client 'waether
/j 

they mistrusted not some bad neighbour 1 . -' iis process

of confirmation of pre-existing suspicions is vividly 

stown in an i*ssex examination in

A woman ' suspecting that S<\Q was bewitchoU ",,/ .«iu said 
Anne, went to one ^obhaKi of ^mfordt wao uas t^uu. ut 
to be cunning in such Batters; and he declared to liar 
that she was bewitched by the aame woman, tolling hor^ 
the words which passed betwixt ;ume ^icars and hor. *

, it seems, the client was not as consciously 
aware of tho likely witch ne .bi tho :.•!; >vo CAGC. Vly 

•uggested that cunning folk initiated ousplcionn, tTiot 

they 'will undorta'.G to tell them who hath bewitched thai ,
zwho, and wJiich of their Neighbours it was*. I?his was 

probably true in the sense that the client was not aware, 

before questioning, that he already suspected someone. 

It was not until tho curming man had asked probing 

questions, making suggestions that were not open to 

discussion with neighbours and usirx hia magical 

to give them authority, that the client's suspicions 

became focused.

Brobably, the cunning folk were unwilling to 

actually HU ;est the name of a likely witch, preferring 

to leave the final decision to tho client, -or 

in £ssex in ICW-f'* a ^&n deposed that, his wife ^eini; sick 

of a disease that Ue boHovod to bo f mQre tiian

1. -cot, discovery. D.^21.
2. Jas« 1204.
3« -*dy» ^andle, . .159; Bernard, J " : , p.lf/J- 

that wliite witolies ' discover '"" " '
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naturall 1 , he went to a cunning woman,

'who told this Informant, that his wife was cursed 
by two women who were neere neighbours to this 
Informant, the one dwelling a little above his house, 
and the other beneath his house, this Informants 
house standing on the side of an Kill: w/hereupon he 
beleeved his said wife was bewitched by one ^lizabeth 
Olarke.* 1

Here we see three stages, Hie client made the original 

selection and chose to believe that the illness \*as 

eupernaturally inspired; the cunning woman confirmed 

this and, probably through discreet juestions, learnt 

that her client was particularly anxious about his near 

neighbours and directed the worried man into consciously 

examining which of these might be the c'uilty person; 

the client then made the final selection himself. He 

would do this by combining his own hostility with laor© 

general suspicions that a certain person was a witch. 

•Phis gradual elimination and concentration is further 

illustrated by £ifford. •** cunning woman told a client 

that,

'he was plagued by a witch, adding moreover, that 
there were tJiree women witches in that towne, and one 
man witch: willing him to look whom he most suspected 
he suspected one old worian, and caused her to be 
carried before a Justice of j-eace. ' 2

Cunning folk would have known, from jjosaip, rumour, 

and previous consultations, the names of local witches.

1. 1645 -i/arnphlet. p.l.
2. uifford,
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y would convey this information to their clients, 

releasing them in this manner from individual anxiety 

and putting thera in touch with suspicions circulating 

in tiieir own villap;e. In a sense they acted as inform­ 

ation centres, entrepreneurs in the business of allo­ 

cating blame and distributing antidotes, ilany features 

of their activities, for example their reluctance to 

actually name the culprit, are well shown in the nost 

detailed •c-ssex account of an interview between a client 

and a cunning man. v/hen the client first ai*rived t;he 

•xpert 'nade the matter straun^e to him 1 , but shortly 

after 'told this examinate he woulde doe the best he 

coulde for him 1 . This was the preparatory sta -e in 

which the practitioner warned the client of the 

difficulties inherent in the situation. -'-nen the client 

was told to go away for nine days while the cunning 

man decided whether he could help, ^his was possibly a 

general practice and would allow cunning folk time to 

make inquiries and to sound local gossip, -tne client, 

on his return, looked in a nagic mirror and was 

instructed by the cunning man that 'as farr as lie coulde 

gease, he shulde see the face of him that had the said 

lynnen', but, when the client saw a face and pressed 

for absolute confirmation, the cunning man refused

to aay that the ]nirror-ima,;e was definitely tuo culprit. 
1. ^ase 309.



Again, the final decision was with the client; the 

cunning folk only provided the mechanisms for making 

a choice.

In their attempts to turn vague suspicions into 

concrete beliefs, the cunning folk were aided by 

various magical devices. Possibly they started off 

with a psychological adv?intage by rearing strange

ooutuiaes and filling their consulting room with
1 impressive pieces of equipment* what is more certain

is that they had at their command a host of spells,
o 

oracles, and other devices.** Iwo of these seem to

have been especially favoured in &ssex. -"he first of 

these was the oracle of the 'sieve and sheeres'. 

Clifford stated that some wisemen 'deal with the sive 

and a paire of sheeres, using certain words';'' among

the -^soex cases of their use was the detection of
4. 

Alice ^eade who used then to find lost goods. A

contemporary description of how this oracle was to be 

worked suggests that, like any other method of divin­ 

ation, subtle questioning and sleight of hand could 

be used to influence an apparently external and objective 

test. Hidden thoughts could be brought into the

open and made to appear as if they were dictated by a
1. This was certainly so in nineteenth century .unsex 
(E.Kaple, Dork World of Witches (lan edn.,1%5) p.r/p).
2. For instance, John <*aulc gave«xlist of over 5^ nethods 
of divination in ids i^ai•;-•• ̂ tro-^^xncerC1632)»pp. 165-
3. Gifford, Jialor.-ue, sig. i'
4. Oase 1130*
5. kcot. Discover:/, p.224.
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power out aide the consul ter. !̂he other most popular 

J^ssex oracle , the mirror, basin of israter, or other 

reflecting surface, also reveals this process of 

projection o.l' inner thoughts on to an external object. 

ocot realised that the state of mind of the client could 

be externalised by a reflector: 'you may have glasses so 

mad«, as what image or favour soever you print in your 

imagination, you shall thinke you see the same therein 1 . 

Contemporaries stated that this was one of the nost 

popular methods employed by cunning folk/" and (rifford 

described the use of ref lee ting devices on several 

occasions. * One -t-ssex woman admitted that she went to 

a conjuror on London Bridge for lost money and he showed 

'her in a glass a boye in a sherte glenings Oorne 

resembling e the countenance of Jo IIP, Huyes that had her 

monye 1 . jji even better account is ^iven in the 1573 

interview already quoted, 'i'he cu-raiin^; man took his 

client out into the hall, and

'browjjhte with him a looking glasse, (about vii or viii 
inches square, and did han^e the said glasse up over 
the benche in his said hawle, upon a nayle, and bade 
the said exaininate look in yt, and caid as farr as he 
coulde gesse, he shulde see the face of h±y. that had 
the said lynneii ' . 5

The guilty party was duly seen.

1. cot, Ji sco very, p. 265.
2. ^mong them ^evnard. Guide ? p. 137; '1dy>
3. Ijialo^aem sio3 f a^ f .c3.
^» ^ase 006.

e. p. -10.

06. 
5. wase 809.



In locating stolen goods, the cunning man 'a 

activities ceased v/i^en he had helped his client to 

find the thief or the property, but in cases of illness, 

and especially where witchcraft was selected as the 

reason for the disease, further treatment was necessary. 

Cunning; folk prescribed ' Jhariaec of words' to be used

over the victim; herbs, bags of seeds, or holy writing!
1 were also recommenced to be worn by the victim. ^one-

times they cured the witchcraft immediately. One cured 

a 'mouth drawne a^rye' by tailing a cloth aud v covering

his client's eyes, striking *hin on the sane side with
p a strong; e blowe'." Others passed on traditional remedies,

for instance the red-hot spit stuck in creara, or the 

burning of the victim's hair.^ **-s purveyors of magical 

counter-activities, su M ,esting and circulating ethods 

of keeping evil under control, they played an especially 

important part in both spreading and directing witch­ 

craft beliefs. iliere is no evidence in ^ssex f hoi/over, 

that they extracted 'nay las, needles, feathers' and 

other articles fron the victiin t persuading; their client n 

that they would recover if the witchcraft 'poison* was 

1. -examples anu j-iethods are ue^crihcxL i;i erkius . D
55;±£tt P- 175; -'>ernard, ijuide, pp. 99-100, 133-1 

laiAphlet, siy>. ->7 > 02 v ; Gifford, .Dialo.-ue, 
A number of renediea were sa^sested \rj ^i chard napi 
the astrologer ir case 1207 •

2. 1582 Pamphlet,
Gifford, Dialogue. sii$.B2v f
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extracted, though this remedy vrin current in Europe. 

is thore Essex evidence for sympathetic suffering

on the part of cunning men, though this is a phenomenon
2 described by more general, J&i'jjlish, authorities, .these

omissions ire probably due to the apparent absence of 

'diabolic possession 1 in &ssex; on only one occasion do 

we know of an £<:sex cunning man being employed to exorcise 

spirits in a poscenaod person."*

'Inhere was considerable contemporary argument as 

to the origins of the power of cunning folk. Since no 

fissex cunninn folk have left a record of their opinion 

on this subject we have to rely *Vv** *n ("•*•• .M^-inn on 

contemporary writers, nootly hostile, for su> ; , estions. 

Gi£ford wrote that cunning folk beliovod that 'the spirits 

which appear* unto them in the Ohristall, or in the glasue, 

or water, or that any vray do speake, and shewe matters 

un.to them* were 'holy Angels, or the soules of excellent 

men, as of I'ioses, -amuel, Oavid ; and ochers*. ^aulo 

likewise wrote that some cumin^ folk 'have iraa ;ined 

their Familiars to be no other than good ^ngles(sic) ' ."^ 

Those who opposed the cunning folk, especially the clergy,

1. ^.Jorden, Briefe ^iscour^e Ji a__d
uffocation of the i-otlier (16Q3Tt' p.-:^-' .

2. i-^or instance in Bernard, Guide, . 1 ?!.-•, 14-1, 
3« Case 11C3; for a discussion of . i^>ex possession cases 

see p. 252 "below. '
4. ^ifford^ -Jialo :f :ue. si^.^ ; sec also sig..u2 .
5. CJaule, ^eloct ^.'ues, p. 125*
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1p-eferred to 200 t^eir power as derived from the ^evil. 

Yet all a -reed that t^eir power wag supernatural, that 

they learnt to control spirits, or to say spells of 

great force. Ahey ware believed to use powers already 

at work in the universe, channelled by their special 

rituals* In thin we can distinguish theii from their 

enemy, the witch, whose po<-: er lay within her, in an 

evil essence rather than in the acquisition of a set of

magical techniques, dunninr; folk worked 'by vertue
2. of words', often tbey used purely automatic devices

which seen to have involved no animistic power. Unlike 

•^ssex witches, they did not employ s^all animals, 

'familiars', to carry out their instructions. Yet, for

those who sought to discredit them, they were still
5working;, albeit at second hand, with the devil.

Just as their power differed fro^ that of witches, 

so did their motives. To a certain extent they worked 

for money, though their fees were less than those of
IL. p

doctors. ^ees were rolated to the type of activity

1. This was argued, fo example, by Bernard, Guide, p. 
and *erkias, Maimed rt» 0.175,

2. Ady, Candle, p.63.
3» Supernatural power could only be aeriveci. from «jod or 

the J)evil, Gifford argued, and since cunning folk were 
clearly not divinely inspired, they aiust „© in league 
with the Devil: ^ifford, .^ialo ; -ue t sig.i'A and 
•Discourse« s:l . 33 «

4. Doctors, eciioiu^- Bernard, Guide« o.l>3» could ar^ue 
that it was 'a miserable sparing, to a^ajce the J./urse f 
and to da: t4ne the soule'.
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undertaken and the degree of success. --one

folk refused payment. '^oine may not take any thing

at all, an ^ome have professed, that if they should
2 take any thing they could doe no p;ood', Others left

feeo to the discretion of their clients.* It is also 

clear that cunning; folk some bines put pressure on their 

clients, and also that extra payments or presents \fere 

made if success attended their efforts. i<lor instance, 

an ^ssex cunning man who claimed that lie did not exact 

fees, also admitted that in one consultation his clients 

'did -ive him a shilling for his paines., and (he* i.e. 

the cunning man) told the.a that for ye p( re) sent it 

should suffice, but withall, if they had the goods a^aine 

he desired fu ther satisfaction. * xliis partly reflected 

the precarious legal position of cunning folk; oliey 

were lens vulnerable to an action of fraud if the;/ could 

show that t^eir fees were voluntary. Otherwise they ni^lit 

suffer the fate of the ^nnex surgeon who, in 162G ; i;as 

prosecuted at the A.sslzes because lie had taken five 

shillings from a nan to tell him. who had stolen hin cloth
p-

and had failed to name the culprit.^ Usually tiio fees

1. ^nly :i 'penny and. a loaf 1 was claimed by cattie- 
curinr; cuiminr; folk according to cot, ^ijc-vver

2. iiernard, ^uide. p. 131 •
3. Ibid^. p. 131; for an ^ssex example, aoe case 309
'4-. Case 846. .
5.
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so em to have boon lesc than this. In 15 32 a cunning
•f

v/omsai offered to cure a woman of lameness for l,?d« and

the ChelLisford cunnini* man was ^iven 8d. and 10d. on
p separate occasions. '^hou&h it may have r-^en H lucrative

3profession when conbined vn.th astrology in a citv, the

general impression from 3s sex material in that cunning 

folk were neither profesoional nor full-ti^e practitioners* 

It v/as as much, or moro, the desire for prestige rather 

than payment, i\rhich attracted people. -cot said taeir 

motives were 'glorie, fane, or gaiiio 1 , and it ic the 

former that Bernard strenred w)ien he said that they wore 

'fantastically ^roud 1 , a^d boasted O.L ' their o'ift and 

power' .

evidence that cunning folk acted only part- 

time CJines froa an analysis of their professions and status 

^nly the male practitioners have recorded occupations 

and these are lis.ed in table 6. -even out of tweoty- 

three whose occupation we knoi-/ were connected with the 

medical profession;"' another three were probably

1. 1^82 -'oj^piilet, si^Y A2.
2. ^ase d^6.
3. -or exar;,^le, the retired Cambridge cunning man 
referred tj In Bernard » Guide ,p^l38 f claiaed that lie could 
have nade 't ro hiuidred .pounds :>.or annum of his skill*.
4. :-cot f '>i sop very* .p»30; Bernard, Criiide % p. 132. 
5« Only two of these have been discovered In other records. 
iiarcell tf Godwin, of Golcheater's will survives at ^helrasford 
(see ?.75 rvbove) fc G-ilbeJrfc uakerinr; of Halstead subscribed 
to the -ath of u.^re:.:acy in 16?1(0 .ji.^lcom and -.... Joiiies, 
^e^-'^-.l ^actitio: tera t in the ^iocooe of jjondqii^C ^-^bri-lge,"
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clerics. A further six, consisting of two school-
P -^ masters, two astrolo^ern, ~ a churchward e?r and a 'gent*

were in the upper professional grouo. . nly one third 

were artisans or agriculturalists, consisting of two

yeomen, two labourers,a miller, co-'ber, and shoeiialcer.%
•There is some evidsnce as to their decree of literacy. 

^e trave a 'note* to a client, another had been tau,;ht 

by the astrologer William Lilly and could 'cast a
r:

fi^ure 1 with pen and paper , •?. third naintained some 

impeccable churchwardens accounts. Ur fortunately, we 

have little inforraation concerning thoir character and

mentality, beyond the general criticisr? that they had
6*a mind addicted unto curiosity and v:\lne eoti?iation t •

1. iir.i:'ountayiie, iir.^iawes and lieiiry uower; none of
howsvor, speared r, T «ewcourt or o'-' rp ,,ourco3 to have 
had livings in

2. Jorm ^-lioiaas who lived ui.i ^.^iiao^ ui-iv-^e . .a,/ ij.i-i.vG been 
the Johr* 1'homas who -^"Mished a j ro^nootication rectified
cind coaposed for Bri,., . -^er iii 161^. it aoeiiis aore 
certain that th.e r^re^TTn:Tr"of London was .•-^•7-ird Crren 
who published aluanacks in l^o , IbCXi— 16C>6 and who died 
in 1612 C-ihort tfitle Op.talo^ue, No.l?360 8Jid Bodleian 
Library, .^islmole i-^.242, rol.20Oy.

3. Ililes Ulovifield was presented as a cunnin;; j.iaii in 
he v/as cliurchwarden between 1^62 and 15o? ^iici ovaied a 
house bordering on tlie churchyard, his churchwardens' 
accounts are excellent j see Irvine v>ray, ' footnote to an
^IciieLiist ' , '.'aianrid^e -Review * lxviii.^o.1653 (1 
p. 172.

4. Jase Gi

6. Gifford, Jj scour se, sip;. 12



It has already been suggested that bias in the 

records distorts any impreosion oi' the proportion of 

male and female cunning folk, i-'his even deceived 

contemporaries, 'ilms John. ->tearne f of ^anningtree in

~ssex, wrote that black witches were nearly all wom«at
1 while cunninr; folk 'alnost generally they bo men*.

On the other hand, i^homas ^ooper assumed that ciumlng
p 

folk would be women. "~ i'rom the ^ssex evidence it

seems that while nen were raoro likely to be presented 

at court, since they predominated in finding lost goods y 

and uossibly as nealers, women were often consulted 

in the attetipt to counter witchcraft. <e only hear of
•x.

the latter indirectly, or wLeri their previous rej>utation 

as a cunning woman later led then to bo accused of black 

witchcraft. ^Irms in 1^x52 Ursley i^empe, fonnerly a 

'whiUe 1 witch was accused at the ^;i^i^es for 'black 1 

witchcraft. Similarly, in 1572, iiar£,ery ^kelton was 

prosecuted at the same court for evil witchcraft, whereas

ahe had boon summoned to the ecclesiastical court six
4. 

years previously for 'white 1 witchcraft* -t-Tie sajne was

1. otearne^ ^onfiriiiation t p. 11,
2. Thomas ^oopor, A^r:;tery of ;itchcraft (161?) t p. 219.
3» iibcamples are given on p. 142 above.
4. For iiar^ery o'irelton oee cases 46-4B f O'73; another 

possible instance is case 1204- where a woman was 
suspected of 'black' witchcraft when, ar e claiined, she 
was merely trying to cure her bewitched husband.



true in the cases of Catherine ;-eve and ^dwin iladesley. 

Yet, though there nay have been other cases, those who 

were accused of both black and white witchcraft seem 

to have boen few in ^srjex. Of forty-one definite -^snex 
cunning foil:, only four were later recorded as accused 
of 'blac.' 1 witchcraft, while less than half a dozen of a 
total of over four hundred persons accused of black 

witchcraft are known to have been c,inning folk.

There can be little doubt that cunning folk were 

often successful, iliough hostile, Sifford could not deny 
that 'out of question they be innumberable which receive

ohelpe by goin^; to the cunning men*. On visiting v;isemen' 
'the meanes are received, applied, and used, the sicke 

partie accordingly recovereth, and the conclusion of 

if. 11 is, the usual acclamation; Oh ha£>pie is the day, 

that ever I met with such a man or woman to helpe mel*^ 
•'•here are a number of examples in j&ssex records of 

successful cures. Gifford gave c-'ses of the succernful 

recovery of a co^rnunion cup, the curing of a sick child, 
.'^nd the saving; of bcv/itched cream on the advice of a 

cunning man. Harcery ^kelton clairaed that she had 
healed seven people. A woman was healed by having a

1. -ases Iuu7> 1107 (^eve/and 4oo,lUl (lladesleyj.2. ^ifford, ^ialo^ue, sig.G3.
3» - orkins, ^aianod ...gt, p. 175; see also <jjfford,-^incourno

v v v vv, 1^v ,
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seed-be^ strapped to her in 1532; another recovered
2 her health in 1570. Loot property was recovered in

1573 and 16^1. -^ven their failures could be woven 

into the system and be made to support witchcraft 

suspicions. 

Bernard noted that,

''ftiese ..itches, to keepe their credit, often deliver 
the medicines with an If: If it doe no good, come 
againe. ^hen they returrie and finde tiiat tho >evill 
hat'i not re ovod the disease ... the ^ixards blame 
the:'i, that they came not in tiiao, or they applied 
not the meanes aright, or that they wanted faith 
to beleove, or at least they acknowledged tlieir 
pov;or not c;^°a't inou£h f and therefore they advise 
then to goe to a nore cunning man or woriaii. '4

Thus successes were noted and praiaed § while failures were 

explained within the context of witchcraft beliefs by 

attributi.iitj them to mistakes in performing rituals or to

particular circumstances. 'i*he basic preiaiaeo wore
5 meanwhile left unchallenged.

One possible reason for failure, Bernard suggested, 

was that the client 'wanted faith to beleeve*. j-'his 

faith-healinc elOi'ient was of considerable importance in 

a number of cures. ^iiford stressed that when a char^i 

was used a patient was told by the cunning man that *y°u

1. 1532 Pamphlet, sig. ^2V .
2. Case 1204. 
J. Gases 646 and 809. 
4. Bernard, Guide, pp.146-7 >
5» ffhough, clearly, some people, for instance ~>cot and 

Ady, saw 'through 1 cunning folk.
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must "beleeve it will lielpe f or els It uill doe
1 - you no ,,ood at all'." As he said 'Imagination is

a strong thing to hurt, r.ll men doe finde, and why 

should it not then be strong also to help, when uhe

parties mind io cheered, by beleeving fully that he
o 

receiveth ease ?'*" If, as suggested earlier, cunning

folk were principally consul bed in cases of indecision, 

when an objective, outride, opinion was needed to 

clear awuy anxiety and doubt, tJ'ieir proms e of Lope 

when others had despaired, and their sympathetic 

probiii(j of the mind of the patient, nay have helped to 

a considerable extent* s-'hey foreshadowed modern 

psycixiatricts iu relating physice^l illness to disturbed 

social relationships. *'hey interpreted the feelings

aroused in disturbances in current, witchcraft, terms.
3 here tliey filled a vacuum and supplied a need. ^

adiuitoed that 'they cannot heale such as doe

not beleeve In them*, ' and perceptive doctors 

realised tnat ^a&ical curei> couia work *b,y reason

of the confident perswasion which melanchalike and
5 passionate people may have in then*. -^here is no

2. Ibid t
3« '-^ho faith-hoaling element was normally minsin^ in 

ordinary physic said Bernard, Guide % p«139.
4. Idem.
5. iJ. Jorden, Brief e Discourse of a ,e Jailed L'lie 

Suffocation of the ilother C160 3 j , s • '<•' 5 .
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evidence aa to whether the cunning folk themselves

balieved in tiieir cureo arid methods. Undoubtedly
1 

of thea used sleight of hand and other tricks, yet this

does not neces -arily mean that either taey, or t.iose v;ho 

were aware of such tricks, questioned oho general 

efficacy of white witchcraft. ftany people p-L-ooably 

agreed with Joseph ulanvil when he argued that one

true story of witchcraft 'is v/ortu a tuousaiid tales of

p 
forgery and iiupo^ ,ure • ~

Jo-utemporaries varied enormously in tueir attitude 

towards cunning folk. .^ven legel autuoriuies wavered. 

A1>1 though cuiiiiiii, , folk could be prosecuted at both 

ecclesiastical and secular courts, yet taeir accusation

was a f ^reat presumption 1 in the case a^aii^t a black
*> 

witch. ̂  ^ost vehement in their hostility were .. uritan

writers, v/illiaia *erki*is warii«5d that Christians should 

'abhorre tne wizard, as tne most pernicious eneiuie of 

our salvation .... as the greatest eiieniie of ^ods nane,

1. j.-or instance the fraudulent ^euiiods in ^^ssx described 
in My, Candle > p.G2.

2. J. Ulanvil, ihilosophical yonaiderabions -t-ouching the 
Beiiir; of ..itcjhQG ^ 1G6? ), Pp* 33-3^ * ^i7 --® ra^jiy of the 
hypotheses in this chapter, it cannot be fully proved, 
alt .ou£h it crm be shovm. to be true in contemporary 
spcieties. - .as the above description is similar to the 
reaction to failure and fraud described in -.^.-^vam- 
Pr it chard, .itchcraft. :les ajad '• ; the Azande 
(Oxford, 1937> , pp. 1^3, ±s$\ 24d, 2^.

3 • Bernard , yjuide , p . 212 ; i erkins , ^'i -Jied ^rt , ^ . '.-?09 > n.1 so 
maintained an ambivalent attitude to the legality of 
evidence produced by cmining folk.
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worship, aaA glorie, that is in the world, next to
A 

oatan himself e*. He "believed that, like blaci:
o 

witches, they should ue executed • ^aule argued tUat

they were even worse than blac witches, and that 

seeding to them constituted a tacit compact with the 

•^evil. ivhis horror reflected their real threat to the 

monopoly and assumptions of Christianity. ^hey used 

methods and provided explanations based on supernatural 

power, bub power not derived directly from the 

&od. 'i-'heir prescription for pain was ueitiier or 

physic nor prayer and soul-searohin£> r̂ hey suggested 

that misfortune was not related, to one guilt oi' the 

sufferer but to that of anotner human uei^. In problems 

concerning the spirit and emotions of men., traditionally 

the preserve of the clergy, they competed witn successful 

solutions, ^he clash is well demonstrated in the 

penance enjoined 011 one of their clients in ^asex in 

He was ordered to stand up in cmircii and to

confess 'him self uartelie sorie f^r sekinge iuana aelpe

and refusinge ye helpe of god 1 . If God would not help, 

the xitri taxis arued that 'better it v/ere to looye a

finally, and by faith to expect till ^od jja>:8 
1. -erkins, Da-ined Art, p
2.

Gaule, ->eloct ^
^ase 911; as -erkins v:rote CJa^jnod rt, p.257), people
depended on the wliice witch f a,j tnoir gj
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aup;>lit another way; then in this (i.e. br 

to judicial astrologers) to recover it a^aine'.' 

~seex villa0erG $ rer, often folt differently. 

Phe ^3Qx rscord^ show that .eople wont lour; 

distances to c .->: oult cunning folk, desrdto tho censure 

of the church. -'he friendly attitude towards cunning 

folxi on the part of tho rc\Jorit.y of the &BS&K population 

wa« reflected by Sifford w ".on he mde one of his country 

characters say of a vfise^or?,-^ tl n.t f ^lie doeth nore 

good in wne ,/eare tnan all th-- • jcripture men will doe 

•o long as they live. *^ rio woMor the 'scripture men* 

were aFjjreaQnsive» -Vc?^ whuu r eprinand ed , ^e ;;le cltuag 

to their views, 'thus the man whom we saw ordered to 

confess J8lf sorry for f seklnge mans helpe 1 had 

earlier . t.> s°^n-iJ ^ -^ cunning na?i 'and saethe 

yt for the holpo of his i/lef ha went to riin. and if it 

weare againe ho /wld do the like to holpo his wief. 

It is possible t'tat :ij:ae of t)i<5 country clergy ^ore
4.than tolerated t ey *"ay even hiye b^en seen 0,3

godly pai'iiiiiijaers."'' ^xurcuwcLrdens ' '" '-.-viour may be 

as Uj... example of the aiibivale^ w ^ctitude towards

1« jerkins, -- . .-d -•»rt« p. BO*
2. uifforcl, ^ic-tlo .^ue, aig. I13 *
3. Oaee 911.
4. ^cot, ^i_.--3coyor:/% p.27; inu-lion this,

A ,^c ' Ire \j • ite witc' d the reputation of 
a 'i-eXibi^ '^ l v---^ic 
n^ --pirits -^i.^, .., , p.llbj.



these practitioners. As officials they were expected 

to present cunning folk nnd their clients; as private 

individuals they often approved of then. /as of them

was himself a cunning man, another went to a
o

man for news of his landlord's lor,t horse.

tells that on one occasion 'the Uornnunion cup was stollen: 

the Churchwardens roda to a wise nan, he :;ave ther. 

direction ... and certainly they had it again 1 .'' -<ne 

result of this was that the,/ were slack in their presen­ 

tations: on tv/o occasions in -Hssex they were detected
4. for not i)?Qsent±xi^ 'witches'. Likewise, village

constables, as in 1651» ni^ht patronise wise :neii.

'•^here can be little doubt concerning the popularity 

or versatility of -rsex cunning foil:, AS in other parts 

of %gland f * Chariiiin^ is ir> as great request ^ -.j^uicke» 

and Charmers more nought unto then Physicians in tirae of 

neede 1 . What is less clear is when they originated. 

This problem lies outside the scope of this thesis and 

it can only be sug^ested that the pre-^forination clergy

1. ^ase 8J9.
2. ^ase 1096.
3. Clifford, Dialogue » sig*B3v ; thero are actual cases of 

churchwardens in Berkshire f and a whole congreyation 
in -bincolnsnire, sending to cuuiiing folk in i ittredge, 
^itcncraft, pp. 197-193.

/»-. ^ases 112G| 1063; the latter, hov;ever, r^/ have been 
a 'black 1 witch.

6. Perkins, i)aianed ^rt. p. 153 •
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undertook many of the activities later performed by 

cunning folk, -i^ney probably cursed for theft, helped 

people ta};o decisions and rojolved quarrels "between, 

neighbours. -"ley also prescribed charns and blesned 

against evil. By our period such activities were 

looked on by the Anglican Church as popish and evil, 

yet they were still in demand. Consequently, cunning 

folk refined powerful in ^ssex until at least the 

nineteenth century: the most famous of then died in 

1860. But it v/as especially in the century after 1560 

that they played a major role in directing witchcraft 

suspicions.

1. For an -^ssex case of the alleged prescription 
charms by i^oinan Catholic clergy see <-dy, H
pp. ̂ 6-59 • As late as the nineteenth century, in 
Yorkshire, 'priests *o f t'au'd church 1 were believed 
to have been powerful conjurors according to 
J.O.Atkinson, * ort.y Years iii a i o orl ?Jid i ;ari 311 
p. 59. 'i.*he same author, pp.lG^-l^, ^ives a 
account of Yorkshire cunning folk.
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CHAPTER II.

The Witch finding iioveneiit of 1645 in

At the ^urjner ^soizes hold at Chelinsford in 1645 

there were fifty indictments against suspected witches. 

These were exceptional, in number, content, and in 

occurring after years of gradual decline in witchcraft 

prosecutions at the ^-ssizes. Since they have received 

more attention frora subsequent writers than other aspects

of Essex prosecutions, only a short analysis of them
p will be given here. Some separate analysis is necessary,

however, for various reasons. '2he 1645 trial was des­ 

cribed in greater detail than any other i^ssex withcraft 

inquisition.* It is therefore easier to reconstruct the 

pressures behind the accusations in 1645 than in earlier 

prosecutions. Secondly, many of the recent theories

attempting to explain withcraft prosecutions are based on
4. 

evidence from this trial. Thirdly, a comparison of events
1. Jee cases 599-646(g); Diagram 1 shows now exceptional 

the trial was.
2. ilie best account of the ^ssex trial and of aopkins* tour 

through Suffolk , . . orf oik , Cambridgeshire , Northamptonshire « 
Huntingdonshire and the Isle of ^ly is still i.otesteixi, 
Witchcraft « pp. 164-205. The assize documents, unused by 
Notestein, are printed in ^wen I t pp« 221-231 ;-&°/en discusses 
and analyses these in his 2nd book,^wen I I, pp. 254-279* 
Other works on ilopkins are cited in the bibliography, but 
none adds significantly to these accounts.

3« l^hc main sources are the 1645 Pamphlet f tho Assize records 
cited above »IIopkiii3 t Disco very and - 1 earne » Oonf iinat ion • 
i''or reasons outlined in the bibliography, a very distorted 
pamphlet written in 1700 has not been used.

4. For in3tance«iI.A,riurra.y« Afitch-Oult in ^astern Europe 
(Oxford, paperback edn.^L962)used the depositions at this 
trial on over twenty occasions to prove the existence of 
covens and -Jabbats in iyi{;land.
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In 1645 with the descriptions of prosecutions in the 

Elizabethan period, enables us to see in what ways 

beliefs concerning witches changed over time. Finally, 

^he 1645 prosecutions are the only ones which can be 

definitely related to the presence of 'witch-hunters', 

that is people who seem to have specialized in accusing 

and finding witches. It seems to be truo that, as

Saule argued, 'such a Profession (i.e. witch-firming) or
1 occupation has not beene hcJard of heretofore'. -hile

it is true that cunning folk, as we have seen, gave advice 

to those supposedly bewitched, they seem to have acted in 

a far leas formal capacity. They did not travel from 

village to village searching for witches and being paid

for this; nor did they play a major part in the actual
2trials of

Soiae thirty-six suspects, all women, were imprisoned
i

or tried for witchcraft at the 1645 Essex Assizes. 0f 

these* nineteen were alnost certainly executed, nine died 

of gaol fever, six were still in prison in 164-8 and only 

one, a woman from another part of .£3 sex, was acquitted and

escaped free. Another woman, ^obecca .-ost, was also
1. Gaule, Select ^ases» p. 38.
2. The only real comparison is with Brian ~>arcy in the 

1582 trial, see p. 91. Griff ord, however, su^vjested that 
'divers well disposed men .....have seriously taken the 
natter (i.e. witchcraft) in hande, and have hunted those 
puckrils out of t ieir neastes' ( aif f ord t Discourse « ui<-; • £ 
For witch-finders in other ?>arts of i Britain, see 
pp. 69-70.
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released after acting as the Crown's chief witness. 

Compared to other trials, the percentage of the accused 

who were executed was abnormally hie'-- ^notlier narked 

contrast to earlier trials (except that of 1532) was 

the geographical concentration of the prosecutions. 

'.Thirty-five of the suspects caiae frou twelve villages f 

all within fifteen miles of uanningtree. '^he witnesses 

against the witches included uen and women from all 

levels of society; in all, the indictments and pamphlet 

name some ninety-two such witnesses f fifty-ei&ht raale 

and thirt?/-four female. %e two 'witc -finders 1 , ilatthew 

uopkins and John --tearne, obviously four«d. read/ support 

.for their accusations, -Among the witnesses were three

clergymen, John ^des, ^eor^e ^atoney and Joseph Lon-^e.
1. ;--ee Map %
2. John ^des who £,ave evidence against Rebecca -est of 
Lawford (case 609 & 164-5 Pamphlet,p. 11)was rector of 
Lawford between 1615-5^• ^© v;as a minister in the 1'ondring 
Classis and signed the Presbyterian Testimony in 1543; 
Davids,/xnnals«p«296;II.Cmith f Ecclesiastical ilistory of ^ssex 
(n.d. ̂ p.110; Venn,^luirmi Pantabrig^i.ensis.G-borg;e -= -atoney 
appeared as 'clericus 1 as a vjitneas in tne indictments 
against 3 suspects (cases 605-6,639»640),but ho is absent 
fron both the 1645 Pamphlet and from the standard eccles­ 
iastical histories of ^ssex,as well as Venn and -coster. 
Joseph Longe gave evidence in the 164-5 p i-ipLlet t pj;>.lo-19i 
concerning the spirits of Anne ^ooper of Jlacton and was a 
witness in the indictments of $ Olacton vronen,cases 631-6, 
629. Depositions had been taken against hin the previous 
year as a pluralist and he had been deprived of -^ingeringhoe 
but he retained the vicarage of Oreat Olacton until 1662. 
'He was also accused of being 'cruel in exacting &is titltes; 
an innovator; would not give the sacrauent but to those who 
come u; to the rails; a cornnon aleiiouse haunt or, obscene J 
his discourse,and a usual swearer by his faitli', Jc,vi 
Annals,p.396; Venn.Alumni ^antabri;:i9nsis.
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They witnessed to the appearance of fa ailiars and 

corroborated Hopkins and otearne. c/ne clergyman,however, 

helped to procure a reprieve for a suspect. A special 

group were the women searchers, a panel of professed 

experts whose names appear with regularity in different 

indictments and who witnessed, as the pamphlet shows, 

to the presence of suspicious lumps or other marks on 

witches.^ Qthert/iso, as far as we can tell, the witnesses 

were nozTiial citizens, many of whom can be traced in

contenoorary wills, ship uune^ a^aeaaniento, or licts of
x 

Presbyterian elders. different groups of individuals

acted au witnesses in different villages. Jtiopkins and 

~tearne, for example, only a peared as witnesses ap;ainst

suspects from four of the tv;elve neighbouring villages

1. iiary Ooppine,aecording to the Gaol calendar,was reprieved 
'uppon desire of Air.^ray the minister*; she was still in 
prison 3 yeara later nov/over (case 624-;« Jtl though, there 
were parsons and rectors of that suraaae at ^ickford, 
^ickhaia Bishops and iuishbury in ^nsex at this time.no

-i. V W

such man is known to have ( -een minintor of ; -nry '^oocine's 
town,Kirby.

2. v̂ ee, for instance, .he ^roup of 4- woman shown in -i! ir;ure 2.

3« All these sources could he used to reconstruct a detailed 
picture of the social and religious background of ttiose 
involved. t:'or instance, in the ^hip-iioney anr.ansjn.ent in 
1637« at least 30 of those later to be found as victims or 
witnesses appear; oul ' one witch's husband was aoceHaed, 
Edward G-ooding of lianninvtree at the low sur;i of 2c.6d. 
(see cases 627-8).^iaong the 22 narr-ed eldero of the 'I'endring 
Classis of the ^esex iresbyterian inovenent v?ere oir Thomas 
Bowes and >ir i'larbottle viria^iston, the .'" magistrates who 
took most or the confessionsf^bert '1'ayler a principal 
witness in iianningtree (see i'i^ure 2),and u-oor^e ''rancis, 
who believed hir. only son to have • bewitched (IG-'iS 
Pamphlet ,p. 12 } Davids,Annals,p^. 2. --.,>). -i-'hc transcript of 
the -^ssex -^hip uoney aaces^iiient is catalogued at tiie 
E.itt.O. as T/A 4-2.
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Figure 2: Accusations of witchcraft in Manm.ngtree.l645.
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Figure 3: Inter-accusation between suspected witches in

(An arrow represents an accusation made by one suspected witch 
against another. All except Margaret Mo one lived in Manning tr e e. )
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involved: Langhaia, rdstley, -^aiasey and -*anningtree. 

In the other villages, other groups of inhabitants 

supported and formulated the accusations.

•-'ven near Hannin^tree, the efforts of ilopkins and 

^tearne could not have succeeded without wider support; 

over twenty people, including those two, witnessed 

against the six most notorious witches, i'he direction 

of accusations in shown in ^igure 2. Here we see the 

complicated overlapping of accusations, centering on 

Elizabeth ^larke and -^irne -vest. One ilanningtree suspect, 

Sarah Bright, appears to have been independently accused. 

The cumulative effect of such corroboration was further 

consolidated by the inter-accusation between the suspects, 

i'his also can be best demonstrated in a similar way in 

Figure 3« Here we see especially clearly the importance 

of the Crown's witness, ^ebecca West.

If we concentrate our attention even more and 

select just one of the witnesses in the first figure, 

Richard Awards, \ve begin to see the way in which suspicions 

reflected much wider tensions, not merely the malice of 

two witch-finders. As can be seen fro:ii the figure, Edwards 

was one of uhe three men who witnessed against i.iore than 

two i/omen. ^urther than this, ^dwards claimed that his 

son had been bewitched to death by iiargaret i'ioone of

and Elizabeth Olarke of i.anningtree; both of them
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confessed to tliis offence, as did a illstloy woman who 

also bewitched hia beer. liis alleged misfortunes did 

not end here; ^ebecca »«est corroborated his own account 

of how his horse, crossing a bridge, had been frightened 

by a strange shriek and had nearly thrown him: a^ain 

the work of a witch. 'i*bus it was on M! wards that the

Manningtree witches were supposed to Iiave centred their 

activities. But he was a dangerous eneny to rouse. 

tfrom the assessment for the ^hip Money iri 163? » it- 

appears that he ov/ned property in ^amaey, was the third 

largest property holder in uistley and the second largest 

in Lav/ford. In llanninpjtree itseli' he was styled '^cn-t 1

and was assessed to pay i>5; the next highest an^er.r.ment
2in that village was fourteen shillings. It is almost

certain that lie \*as Chief Constable of '^endring Hundred
•z

in 1642. ~te was thus not only one of the nost attached, 

but also one of tlio moot powerful men in the ai'ea.

V^/liile we can see tliat Uopkins ?uad ^beanie were only 

part of an influential group who wished to exteminate 

witches, there is also evidence of counter— pre ., ure. 

Again this illustrates the way in which witchcraft 

accusations mobilized wider rivalries in the village t

1. i''or -Klvjards 1 activities see cases 602-5,611 ^

2.
3. Assizes
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otearne described how more than forty neoDle, among 

them himself, had been outlawed on a v;rit of Conspiracy 

for witch-hunting 'by the means of one who is reported to 

have been one of the greatest agents in Oolchester— 

businesse, within the 3?owne*. He then went on to describe

earlier opposition, -^lis is worth full quotation since, 

largely overlooked by historians, it is a unique example,

in J-nsex, of a faction struggle over crhe guilt of a 

supposed v/itch.

''i'his man, ' ^tearne wrote 'with another who is 
likewise reported to have been fellow-agent with 
him in that busine^se, and the two chief 9st in it, 
was the cause that some were not questioned in 
that £owne: but for his part, I saw hin labour 
ancl endeavour all he could to keep this woiaan, 
whom he so much held withal fron her lef;al Irial, 
and likewise heard liiiu. threaten both me and all 
that had - iven evidence against her .... as I since 
have heard, she was coiideuiied at tiiat -^SoizG, 
and by hin procurement reprieved. 1 2

Linfortunately, it is not possible to identify with certainty
3either ihe defenders or tlie woman they repj^ieved.

-i-'here are a number of ways in which the 1645 trial

seems to have been similar to those described in earlier
1. r̂oteateiii«'..i itchoraft% p. 192, merely notes tne incident 

in passi:, , and .'^won does nut refer to the episode.
2. Stearne, 3onf legation* p.5S.
5. None of the ^.miln^tree suspects are recorded as having 
been reprieved. Another interesting insight inuo the back­ 
ground of suspicions occurs in a petition fron the inhabitants 
of Hannin^tree in 1642 (Ii.3.0. f Q/£3a 2/46 i •£)iis concerns 
the threat of %omas ^larke to abandon hia wife, almost 
certainly the witch Helen Olarke (ease 625); the petition 
was si;;ned or marked by several of those later involved in 
witchcraft accusations, including ^icnard -udwards, 
Robert 'iaytvard and 'tobert Tayler.
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pamphlets. 'Phe motive of the witch, the methods she 

was sir posed to employ, the length of tirae she was 

believed to have "been a witcn before bein,? accused, all
T

these are similar.~ Likewise, comparison <j uao indict­ 

ments and the other accounts show how rauc" t.^v former 

omit, Although only twenty-three of those accused at 

the Assizes were described in the pamphlet account, we

learn of another forty-nine offences not mentioned in
pthe indictments. Several witches mentioned in trie

pamphlet do not appear in surviving le^al records; there 

is no record of Elizabeth Olarke's mother and kinsfolk

who were su^poed to have been executed for vitchcraft f
5nor of tho previous accusation against ^ar^aret '.' ; oov>.o.

Neither Goodwife Hagtree, who had brought a woman her
/j.

familiars some ten years before, nor Judith Hoone on
5 whom tho witch's mark was found, appear in other records.

In certain ways, therefore, the trial of 164-5 can be

seen as a continuation of earlier tendencies*_______ _
1. I'he similarities are outlined in subsequent chapters.
2. lYiis is shown 011 p. 200 below in tabular foria.
3» 16/J-5 J-^arjp' let,pp.1,22; naturally it is i-ipousible to be 

certain that -Elizabeth ^larke's raouiier and kinsfolk do 
not apoear elsev/here under a different surnai^.e.

4. 1645 laiii^hlet, p.29.
5« 1645 *a.;i^hlet, p. 24 . oarai; Barton, uhe sister of 

one of tlie accused, is also absent fro tiie Assize 
records aince she was dealt with by the Itirv/ic, 
boroiujii authorities (case 1219)-
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In other ways, however, it was different. ?he 

difference has already been noticed in the abnormal 

proportion of executions, in the geographic.-*.,, concen­ 

tration, and in the presence of witch-finders. Another 

unusual feature was the unusually high proportion of 

indictments for nerely entertaining evil spirits:

eighteen of the twenty-eight known indictments for this 
-en

office durin the whole period in ^3sex caue froii this

trial. -lie familiars also had become Jiiuch more strange. 

x'hough plentiful in earlier pamphlet n, none had been as 

bizarre as the levies::-: dog, ox-headed ijreyhoun:' and other 

monstrosities which visited one of tlie suspects as she 

was being watched by eight people, iior were their names 

as fanciful, on the whole, as the ^ine;.-;ar ^o*a, -acke and 

'y^ugar.t ^riezzell foceedigutt and others described, in the 

164-5 pamphlet. -*or is there any trace in earlier evidence 

of the ritual marriage of the witch and devil, of tho 

appearance of the devil as a man, or of sexual intercourse 

between t.--.o devil and the witch. -^ony other innovations 

were the idea of the weekly (Friday) meeting of witches,

and the description of their activities at this aeeting,
2incliidin reading out of a book. Here, it se&io, xye see

1. i'hese activities "are described iiJ^lG'f-5 " l"at(,in the 
above order) on pp.14— 15 f 52-3 $2,
2. ID^ - aniyiilet, . p.12. -tere ir, very little evidence before 
16^5 that v/itches were believed to meet together or perform 
any joint rituals.rerhaps th.e nearest sut ^.osti^n of tnis is a 
curious suggestion in a Colchenter oxaiainatiou of lb''J'!)(case 
1173>that a v/itch could not visit her victim's house until she 
had 'agreed w(i;th the villaynes 1 f possibly i.ieani:i0' ti.o 
witchos. »iee also th« '•.>,-> pan/ of bitches 1 in ca^o 1
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the influence of continental ideas, ?ierha"s mediated 

through Hatthew Hopkins.

'jfoe evi:r3nce from the 164-5 tris.! i^? further biased 

because special methods were used to induce confessions. 

Pricking the witch to see ir she had any dead spots, 

thought to be a ^uo/e sign of ;-;uilt ; searching the suspect 

for any strange excrescences; swirling her to see if she 

floated; keeping her awake for several nights and walking

her back and forth until her feet if ere blistered, all
o 

these were roethods used at the Cheli-i^ford trial. *~ We

have seen that people confessed and v/ere found guilty 

in the ^lizabethan period when all these EetLods, except 

the searching for a spot or lump, were absent, ftierefore 

it is clear that we must not place too jnuch stress on 

physical pressure as the cause of witchcraft beliefs. 

Likewise, it is wrong to think that such methods were highly 

illegal. Miey were done with the cognizance of the -^GSOX 

u s t ice s , 5i£_J^£?;'£$ *i® ^rin.ston arid -ir ui'ho mas J3owes; only
1. Hopkins certainly knew King James T*s oiiolo nie wiiich 
contained such ideas as the use of the water- orleal (Hopkina,

2. j-hey are all described in -; o.jykiiu2 < -^iccovar..'.
'Upon coiamand from he Justice' the witches were kept from

sleep to see if their faui liars caae to t^emClICv^ins , Discovery t 
p.50;. 1-arbuttle orriinston was a nodcrate puritan oe
later purged by -'ride after earlier support of the parliamen­ 
tarians; he had a special interest in the trials since he had 
been born at ^radfield :Iall,near i.annins tree, and held manors 
in Bradf ield, ̂ 'endrinj:,iiistley, : iamsey*-».ir"by and Lav/ford .raost 
of them inhabited by accused '"

s, justc of the peace for
for 5() years, was inti. •uv.-ly Involved, ::ince his liome was 

in Gt.Broivley, a village sone 5 niles south of > 
(Morant, iJ^Gex , i , 442 ; .
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later were some of these methods disalloi\red. Neverthe­ 

less, as Ady pointed oui?, the combination of sleeplessness 

and isolation 'will tame any ivilde Beast ..... how much

more may it make aen or women yeeld to confess Lyes,and
2 impossibilities. 1 Peculiar means resulted in a unique

trial.

1'he usual explanation for the prosecutions is that 

they were stirred up by Hopkins and 3teame. l*he usual 

motive ascribed tj them is greed, i^ney were certainly 

paid for their witch-hunting activities in other counties, 

but bhe suggestion that they started looking for witches 

because they were impecunious, though often repeated,
•z

appears to have no factual basis. Hie other suggested 

motive for their activity is religious fanaticism; again

there is little evidence that Hopkins was moved by religious
IL 

enthusiasm. Aaaonc their victims were clergymen and___
1. For instance, keeping the witches awake was later 'not 
allowed of by the Judges and other nagistrates 1 (Hopkins, 
Discovery.p.33). Nevertheless.confessions continued. 

2T. Ady. jandle. p.99.
3» Bwen Ii,o.259 , points out that no authority has been given 
for the constant assertion tiiat ilopkiris was an impecunious 
lawyer from Ipswich «i?or x^ayments in other counties see the 
same pa^e of ^-iwen.
4. As Montague ^aviiners suggested in the introduction to 
Hopkins, Jiooovery% P.23% Hopkins ' defence is ,'froji a uritan 
point of viev/'j 'singularly lukewarm'• ^tearn^s work is 
fuller of references to the devil and to biblical 
authorities.
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ardent church-: ;oers, among their opponents . uritan 

extremists. -Hie real spur to their activity, at 

least in Sosex, seems much no re prosaic. It seens 

to have been a combination of curiositj^, bewilderment, 

and an±ioty, with a desire to exercise power and perform

a useful public duty. Though Hopkine claims to have
2 been, with Jtearne, in personal danger, -he total

impression is that this v/as in the background; nore 

striking is the feeling of surprise, mingled with ;iorror, 

at the conspiracy which they had unearthed. ^uch a 

conclusion can only remain an inpression culled from 

the pamphlet and other accounts. A similar imprecision 

is that Hopkinn and Stearne, like the Justices, clergymen, 

and other notable inhabitants, really believed that they 

were performing a public service, dealing with a public 

menace. £he witch-finders repe tedly asserted that they 

did not 30 around stirring up trouble, but only answered 

a public demand: as Hopkins said in a letter, he only 

went to towns where he was welcomed and given 'thankes 

and recompense 1 . Stearne denied the allegation that

they did this work 'for tneir owne private ends, for
1* tttearne commented on the fact that many proven witches 
were outwardly 'very religions people, and would constantly 
repair jpo all oerrjons neer then 1 ; he even supers ted that 
sermons were used by the devil to entice witciiosC ̂ tearno, 
Conf i rmat ion »pp« 39*59) ••^or the execution of a clor^'rnan in 
uf f o Ik , s o e C . L . ;iwen , -Jhe^rials. of Jolm Lov/es, clerk

2. Hopkins, Discoveryt p. 31; °tearne % ^onf iruatioru 
Gaule, ^elect Oases, sig.A3v .
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and such like'. -ie also stated that he was only

•ailed in after the iianningtree suspicions had already
2 been voiced. uf course there is a danger in accepting

the witch-finders post facto defence of their motives. 

But it would also be naive to isolate tnese two as black 

hearted villains leading on an innocent populace,as some
3have done: examination of the 164^ trial in its historical 

and local settin : does not support SUCJL a conclusion. 

'1'he pressures behind the trials could not have 

been exerted by a small group of witch-finders; they were 

distributed far more v/idely, and even the victims played 

a part. One example of an unexpected pressure is given 

ilopkiiis when he wao discussinr water ordeals, ie

ar; ;u©d that the Devil
'perswadin^, n in;/ to come of their owne accord to be 
t yed, perswading the^; their nar^s are so close they 
shall riot be found out, so as dive^so nave come 10 or 
12 miles to be searched of their own accord,and handed 
for their labour,(as one ^e ; ^;s, a Baker did, wno 
lived within 7 miles of Hjr:;:LCh and was hari,;ed at 
Norwich -^seises for witcncraft;, then v^hen they find 
that tiie^.i)evil tells then? false they reflect on him, 
and he, xas ^ nave confeaoed; adviseth them to be 
swome'.

I'nis argument, that swimming was only used at the request

0f the victims, was repeated^by -^tearne, but it has been
1. ->tearne, confirmation, sig. A2 -
2. Ibid, p.l^-,wiiich shows that he was not present at the 

first examination although he 'was one which caused 
her to be questioned*.

3« For one example of the extreme hostility to 
see ^••iiaple, i'he *>ark ^orld of ^itcu.es (Pan

. pp.33-90.
4 • Hopkins.Discovery .p.
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ignored by subsequent historians." j-'he simplest 

explanation of the voluntary ordeal would be that it 

performed a cathartic function. tillages were still 

intimate societies ;ithiri which a suspected witc , would 

foel increasingly isolated, surrounded by a wall of 

hostility. >he might, therefore, welcome an ordeal as a 

deliverance from otherwise irrefutable suspicions,

especially since she would naturally be convinced of
pher innocence. This may have been connected with a

possible rnillenariaii tinge to the movement* ince 

witches were the cause of so much evil, tUeir extinction, 

it was argued, would make the world into a more prosperous 

and happy place. 2hus ^ifford had earlier scoffed at 

the simple countryman's belief that 'the country uoinf;

rid of the witches and their spirits, men's bodies and
•* 

their cattell should bee safe*, xhou&h tuero is no

explicitly nillenarian statement b^r the raovenent leaders in

£ast *n- ;lia in the 1640 *s, it seems that villagers, VLready
4 imbued with nillenarian concepts, viewed the witch-finders

1. ^'either -^wen nor .s.<otcj stein ^eutioii tnis episoue.
2. 4iis is the interpretation £iven by ^iary Douglas ojt' a 

recent ̂ witch-finding movenent in J.^iddleton and K.H. 
.* int or C eds.) , .itchcraft an_(i .'or eery in --vast ->f ricn

3. Afford, £ialo^ue, sig. M2.
4. i<o localized studies of laillenarianisu in ; jlia 

have been found; on the subject r^enerallv sec- ^.uill, 
i'urit.ariiam and -^evolution C 1 9 l;o ) , ch . 12 , and I, • ̂ oh: i , 
1'he "lur^uit of tlie i.illeniuin, (mercury edn.>L9G2 ) , % ^p • 321-373
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with considerable excitement. As Gaule, one of Hopkins 1 

opponents, complained,
a,

'the ^untifor leople talke already, and that more 
frequently, more affectedly, or the infallible 
and wonderful 1 power of the witchfinuers; then tkey 
doe of urod, or Christ, or the viospell preached 1 .

Given the demand for their services, Hopkins and Utearne 

could well argue that they merely gave local authorities 

expert advice. JIo doubt they exacerbated the prosecutions 

by their reputation and energy, but all the time, as we 

have seen in -^ssex, they were building on pre-esisting 

and localised tensions. Although not as free from the 

charge of using physical pressure, they may be compared 

to the leader of a contemporary witch-finding cult:

'The general impression I ^ot of him was that ne is 
very genuinely concerned with the growing incidence 
of man's wickedness ...... His function is comparable
with that of a father-confessor or a psychiatrist 
in our own society .... he may be misguided, his
sincerity seems striding. '2

!Rie idea of iiatthew iiopkins as the instigator of prose­

cutions may have as little truth as the nyth which
xreflected it, that Hopkins hiraself was swum as a witch.

If we minimise the personal influence of iiopkins 

and tearne in the ^rssex prosecutions, we are left with 

the central problem: trhy were there savage prosecutions 

in 1643V 'Jfoe answer aeens to lie in a combination of
1. Gaule, -elect Oaaea, p. 93.
2. ii.C/.Iiarwici:, f -*nc>thor Modern Anti---< itch craft -'oveiient in 

iiast Central ^frica' f Africa. xx,^o.2(19^0) t lG3.
3. For a refutation of the Myth that Hopkins was himself 

swum as a witch f see Kittredge, witchcraft . p
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particular factors, especially the disruption of 

local £OveniLieat and justice by the ^ivil -<'ar and, 

possibly, the economic, spiritual and other tensions 

which .,'ar created, uith beliefs ir witcucraft which, 

though usually kept just below the surface, ware n-j 

less widespread and powerful than they had been in 

the sixteenth century.

1. Ho testein« witchcraft » pp • 1V3-21-.'•! «havinr; disiaissed the 
su; gostion that Puritanism was to bla^.e for the 
prosecutions, suggests the lad: of goverimont as a 
major factor. If he had been aware of thw exioteuce 
of Assize court records for l£4-5 he would not iiavo 
stated that 'England was in a state of judicial 
anarchy 1 in that year. If this had ever been true, 
it was in 1643 when the assizes do not appear to 
have been held. l*hus laclc of government, in itself, 
cannot explain the 1645 trial.
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CHAPTER 12 
Witchcraft Prosecutions and Economic Problems in £ssex .

Previous chapters have described the sources for 

the study of witchcraft and analysed the general geo- 

grapliical and temporal distribution of prosecutions. 

In this and following chapters an analysis of prosecutions 

will be made in an attenpt to correlate prosecutions with 

religious, economic, social and other phenomena. 

Naturally the boundaries chosen are unreal; the aged 

were a religious, economic, and social problem, though 

they are >nly treated under the last heading in the 

subsequent analysis*

It may be assumed that there was a considerable 

growth of population during the sixteenth and early 

seventeenth century, and that this levelled off after 1660. 

At first sight this trend seems to mirror that of witch­ 

craft prosecutions in ^scex and a causal connection 

could well be suggested* Growing pressure on economic 

resources led to increasing tensions and hatred towards 

the old and the poor* Unfortunately it is not possible to 

demonstrate any direct connections, ^t the village level 

there was no obvious correlation between population growth

and witchcraft accusations* An analysis of the parish
1. Ag yet, there has been no detailed analysis of population 
changes in ^ssex during this period; the general outline 
given above is that which has been suggested for the whole of 
J&iglaiid v for exa;a le by Professor ilabakkuk in Population in 
Hintory.ed. D.V.tJlaso and D.iS.C.lJversley (1965),pp. 147-8.
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registers of Littl« Baddow and Boreham has failed to 

show any significant connections between the fluctuations 

in deaths, births, or marriages, and years of prosecution 

in those villages. Certainly there was, or would have 

been without nigration, enoruous growth. In both 

Little Baddow and Borehara the surplus of births over 

deaths between 1560-1600 would have nearly doubled the 

population by the latter date. -i-tiere was an average 

surplus of six persons per year, risin^ us iiigh as 

fifteen in 1577, in Boreham. fhe traditional social 

organization, the groups of neighbours and kin, must have 

come under considerable strain in the attoupt to absorb 

the new children. In Little Baddow, a group of roughly 

sixty adult males in 1560 were working for an extra six 

mouths a year; without migration they would have been 

feeding an extra child each by 1566, for already births 

had exceeded deaths by sixty* However, there are no 

known witchcraft prosecutions in Little Baddow arfter 

1570f despite continued population increase.

Uor does there seem to be any correlation at the 

county level between population density and witchcraft 

prosecutions. A comparison of a map of the distribution 

of prosecutions with tentative population figures based 

on the -Essex Ship Honey Assessment of 1633 shows no 

overlap with eitner the must densely or ^iost sparsely
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populated parts of the comity. Prosecutions were 

most intense in the moderately populated central- 

northern belt of Essex. -?he dense area around ^olcheoter 

and in the south-east, and the marshlands of the south­ 

west v/ere less often the areas of prosecution, '-^he 

larger towns like Fialdon, ^olchester, and ilarv/ich had 

tfcsir share of prosecutions, but there seems to have

been no particular concentration varying with the size
p of the tov/n or village. ~^he outskirts of London a pear

to have been normal in the number of witchcraft indictments.

Thus population factors, in themselves, cannot explain

either the variation over tine, or area , of -assex, prosecutions

Closely related to population growth was population 

movement, the pattern of migration. It nao long been 

obvious that villages were not stable, unchanging, units 

in the sixteenth century, but the social effects of rapid
"7

movement have received little attention. ̂ une exanple 

from a village known to contain witches suggests the 

dimensions of the problem.

1. oee iiaps 1,8. F.Hull, 'Agriculture and -tural society 
in ^ssex, 1560-1G4G 1 (.uoiidon fchiv.Hi.i), thesis 19!X)) f 
pp. 552-7 and map 6 forms the basis for estimates of 
population density in 163&.

2. ffor prosecutions in towns see p. ~j2 above.
3. Massive movement in Elizabethan society have been 
emphasized in -B.ii.Iiich, '-toe population of Elizabethan 
Bngland 1 , Econouic listory ^eviGv/. 2nd series ,ii (19^9)$ 
pp. 247-265; and in S.A.Peyton, l-i?lie tillage Population in 
the Tudor Lay Subsidy Holls ' , ^n/;:lish. Historical 
xxx (1915), PP. 234-250.
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TABLE 9? Social Mobility in Boreham from subsidy 1 
as s e s sment a B _ 15 24-1598. ————————

1524 1544 1566 1572

Total of families assessed 42 36 30 23 10 
fluaber of new fai-iilieo - 24 15 2 4

This shows considerable change; between 1544 and 1566 

the population changed to such an extent that only half 

those assessed at the latter date had been assessed 

twenty-two years earlier. By 1598 only three of the 

forty-two family names of 1524 were represented. Yet 

•ven this underrates the amount of movement: it only 

shows changes aaong the most propertied, and probably 

least mobile elements in the village, and it only indicates 

that some member of the family stayed in the village. 

2hose most likely to .aove were younger sons and daughters, 

leaving one member of the family on the land. Oucu 

extensive movement may have had far-reaching consequences. 

It way have ail'ectecl people's feelings of security, 

whether people lived in groups of kin or neighbours, 

and the many personal problems of insurance, education, 

policing and health in the village. Witchcraft! prose­ 

cutions, also, may have been affected. 

____It is very difficult to generalise about-whether

1. 'Phis table is based on r.K.O., jJ.179 103/51,10J/?41, 
109/291, 110/422,111/447,111/501.
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accusations took place "between lon^-established 

families in the village, or whether recently arrived 

individuals were thought of as witches. In Katfield 

Peverel it seerris that the fiercest accusations took 

place between families who had been living in the 

village some forty years before. £ae four major families 

involved in witchcraft prosecutions, ->uke, ^rauncis, 

Ogborne and ..aterhouse, had all been present in the 

village in 15-^-> as were a nunber of their victiii's

families, nilnott, .-.-in, -ijiiaii, -UoUr, .ardoll.

In Borehaia, only one family, the roole's, connected v/ith 

v/itchcraft had been as.je.jsed in 1524* iiut ohe other 

suspected v/itches were not newcomers, all of then are
V

recorded in earlier local records. J'roxa tiii;; voi7,r small 

saiaple it; would seen tliat accusations were not normally 

made iiijuxnst newcomers to tiie village as a veiled riethod 

of controlling or reacting; to frequent nobility, -i-'he 

only kno\vn case of a newcouer bein^ prosecuted was that 

of Joan Cocke; this v/as almost certainly because she was 

already a I:IIO;AI - ritch, suspected in tlic village in which
?

she had previously lived.*"

1» '-^he sources useci for the study of iiatfield leverel, 
Boreham, and Little Baddow were described in Oh.§^ 
and are described in detail in the bibliography, pp

2. Cases 21 and 203-9«^ocal records prove that these 
cases referred to the same ooan
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another general economic change, occurring during 

this period, in ^ssex, was the grov/th of a clothing 

industry in the region to the north and east of Colchester, 

producing both ordinary cloth and the new, lighter, 

draperies. Many of the centres of the cloth industry 

were also the centres of prosecutions: Booking, Braintree, 

oo^-ge shall, Witham, Colchester, arid <ialstead v/ere the 

iaain cenbres of the new draperies. AH of then witnessed 

prosecutions, rlanningtree, ^ednam, ooxted, -uanghan, 

•Jivenhoe, and Horkesley were the nain cloth-making towns; 

all except Boxted suffered prosecutions. But any closer 

connection is difi'icult to establish. Many villages 

and towns not concerned with the cloth industry were as 

severe in their indictments as the above; fluctuations 

in the cloth industry, particularly the crises of the 

1620's and 1630*s were not reflected in sudden outbreaks

of accusations; the actual individuals accused v/ere not
2 necessarily co:imected with cloth-making. 2he relative

importance of the cloth and other industries in -

1. A description and map of tiie cloth industry is provided 
by J. ̂ .Pilgrim, ' x'he -^ise of the'Hew Draperies' in ^asex 
University of ^irmin;;hati Historical Journal» /II,IIo.ln^irr, PP. 36-59.

2. The nost notorious Br'.intree v'itch, /Llice Aylett, was 
the v;ife of a shoensJcer, cnses 301-5; on the other hand, 
a olothmaker was bewitched in 15'->2« ^et it was not a 
suspected witch, whom lie employed as a spirjier(^lizabeth 
Bonnet), wlio attacked hiri, but rather another woman to 
whoii lie had refused poor relief as overseer of the poor 
(1532 i'aiaphlet, sigs. A4,^6v-^?t ^ t °6>«
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witchcraft prosecutions, <?nd the predo:inin?iice of 

agricultural groups is shown in the followij<:; table*

10: OccuDation:: of the " mdo and victias of those
accused, of wi/uchcx'ajL's at blio

-1 .630 1
husbands of victims of suspected 

accused witches, witc'nes ( or their r elat ives )

labourer 23 6
husbandman il 4
yeoiaan 4 16
gentleman - 1
boerbrewer 1 -
tailor 4
weaver 1 1
shoemaker 1 -
sailor 2 5
mason 2 1
bricklayer - 2
carpenter - %
fl etcher - 1
basket-nailer - 1
glover - 2
tanner - 1
smith - 1
butcher - 1
miller - 1

ftJote: -he above occupations are given on the indictiuents; 
if the victili was a child or animal the oxmer or father's 
occupation was often ft±ven. 2he occupations of male witches 
are analysed on p. 213 below.
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rom the table It can be seen that only a very small 

proportion or individuals were connected in a full-time 

capacity, as tailors, or weavers, to the cloth industry. 

On the other hand, a comparison of hlie occupations of 

the victim's, with those oT the suspect's husbands, 

suggests that a tall artificers and tradesmen were 

considerably more important in the former class, ^hile 

nearly eighty per cent of the luisb-inds of suspected 

witches were involved in agricultural work, only sixty per 

cent of the 'victims' were so engaged* -^ile witch­ 

craft accusations predominantly flowed "between agricul­ 

turalists, so.ilors, bricklayers, and other non-agricultural 

workers were quite lively to be victims of witchcraft.

Another difference betwee.i suspected witches' husbands 

and their victims, illustrated by Table 10, is in social 

class. While labourers predominate in the first list, 

yeomen are by far the largest single category in the 

second. ^itches seeM to have been poorer than their 

victims. i*he microscopic research necessary before it 

is possible to see whet/ier thore is any widespread 

connection between a 'rising* yeoman class and the suspected 

witchcraft of their lent; successful neignbours hao not 

been feasible. Yet evidence at the village level aoes 

suggest that victims were from more prosperous families
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than their bewitchers. CDhis has already been shown 

in tho case GJ. tho 164^ trial, and it seems to have 

been the case in the three villages. ^ aatfield Peverel 

witch tj^ve her familiar to f oiie not-icr 'atev^ouse her 

neybour (a pore woman; '. iiother >* aterhou.se had been a 

widow for nine years, her husband, in all probability, 

had been assessed Gone twenty years earlier at 2d., the 

lowest assessment in the subsidy. In 1502 a woman was

believed to have bewitched bhe collector for the poor
2. because he would not :/;ive her 12d. for her sick husband,

and another woman f in 15&9t became a witch when resident
2

in the Almshouses* Literary authorities agreed that
4- witches often seemed poor, and it was a characteristic

5feature of their behaviour to beg. But it would be a

mistake to assume that it was the poorest in the village 

who were automatically suspected. It was usually the 

moderately poor, li^e the wo 1:1:in w.io felt she oujat to 

get poor relief but was denied it, who were accused, 

'^lie witch iiar^arot ^oole of iiorehaia was married to a man 

who had been constable of the village and who, in 15>G6, 

was one of the assessors of the lay subsidy and himself

1. -»here the accusers, but not accused, had uavlicr been 
assessed for Haip lioney, p. 174 above.

2. 1^82 j amphlet, sig. A'7.
3« 1589 Pamphlet, sig. B. Stearne

^G, -cot, Discovery , pp . 29> 30 * 33 » ?7/ i- d ̂ oniir iation 
i>; Bernard, Child e» p. 1!>D. K



the sixteenth highest contributor. Elizabeth ^rauncis, 

a notoriouc witch of Hatfiald Pevorel, was married to a 

nan staled as a 'yeoman 1 in 1572 » though she complained. 

that he was 'not GO rich* as the first nan who promised 

to marry her. Agnes l/'rauncis, of the same village, had 

a weaver as a husband. None of the ten people noted 

by the >orehain overseers of the poor as receivers of 

parish assistance durinj the later sixteenth century 

are recorded as suspected witches.

The victims of t e witches appear so liave come from 

a slightly higher level. In little Baddow they were 

described as 'husjandiiian* and 'yeoman 1 and belonged to 

influential village fanilics, the "Oagnetts and 3^^twicks, 

In i^orehan, one victiai was a monber of the oi-ett fanily, 

a group °-^ considerable siao oncl status, ono of whose 

members, fox1 exan^le, was an overseer of the poor in 1590 

and one of the thirteen taxpayers in the village in 159^ • 

victii- had an her fatner a weaver or coverlet-
p maker."" In Hatfield - cverol tile victina included a

miller, labourer, butcher, Imcbandiian, tlie constable of 

the village, and two yeomen. I'his does not include the 

niliaott faEiily, one of the leading yeouan feuailies in 

the village jWliich was subjected to a LI&JLJS attack by v/itches. 

A aamplo of the Hatfield - everal Lay '-ubsidy for
1%6 Pamphlet, p.

2. Mith nawos 1 father was a weaver according to ^. . . , 
. 126/^4,25.



197

trie social level of some or the victims. 

Only twenty-ei^ht people in tliis largo village were 

listed, as compared to seventy in 1524, arid they xaay 

therefore "be taken to be the richest yeomen and above. 

Of these John !iigham f assessed to pay li£s., ^alter 

.<iiiaott (8s»> John Bird ws«; Alexander -ilmott (16d.;, 

John ^ome (30s.). and James ^lawkins (15s.), are all 

.aiown to have been involved, as victi&G, in witchcraft 

accusations* ' i'o take only one further example, the 

widow of Jauies ^uiwkiiis, bewitched in 15^3» held fifty- 

eight acres of land oi" the manor of ^ugdon uall according 

iio a xaanorial survey tax.eu uiio aajne year, on the whole 

it seems to have been amon?, the middle and upper ranks 

of village society that t/itchcx-aft tensions arose.

I'iiere is other .evidence that sneer destitution did 

not lead to witcjicrol't accusations. -*-f this nad been 

b^, ,ve would have ex^scaed khere to bo aome reflection 

of Ui^h prices and bad iiarvuata in tae accusations. 

One axaiiiple will 3how uaat tiiia did nut lutppon. xt seems 

evident that bhe laat five years of the sixteenth 

century saw a minor econoixlc crisis in pai'to of ^ssex. 

i'or exaiaple, in iiorehaui, the poor, oversoera accounts 

show a oudden increase and so do their disbursements. 

In ilatfield * ever el there was a simultaneous worsening 

of conditions. In 1594 a villager of ...atfxoid was



indicted at the Assises for saying that ' Jorne wilbe 

dere and ther is one in the tower that doth prophecye 

that Woieate wilbe at v̂ ixteene shillings a Bu shell 

ahortely 1 , let there were no witchcraft accusations

after this date in any of the far on villages; in -ssex,

generally, the accusations appear to have been lower,
p in the late 1590 *s. ~ -or do mulish wheat prices show

any significant correlation with witchcraft prosecutions 

in iinn«x. ^ccorling to -^rofooLior Jloskius, the years of 

highest prices in Sngland 'between 1560-1519 were 1^62 , 

1565. 1373, 1536, l^l-?, 1603, 1613- hese years do 

not coincide with -;jsex prosecutions which were at their 

highest in the o-^rly 15^30 *s and early 1590 f s, two periods 

of relatively plentiful harvest. Tuo other indications 

that prosecutions were not directly related, to localised 

faniiies are the vjidespread location of accusations in any 

one year and the fact that ^uch accusations occurred in 

different yearo in the three neighbourin;; villages 

selected for detailed study.

Hor do the seasonal variations in supposed bewitchings 

su^f.-est agricultural fluctuations and shortages.

Calculations based on the Assize indictments suggest that
1. P.H.O., assizes 35/36/?,mo9. 
2m See Jiagrari 1.
3. W.Gr.Ho-akins 'Harvest fluctuations and English Economic 

History f 14<30-161r> ' , ^-;ricultural ^liatory Review, xii 
. . 39.
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February to June were the time of most bevitchinn;s t 

while ^urust to Cctober were freest from then, "but; 

the differences are hardly significant." 'ere does 

not seam to have been a significant increase of 

accusations in the early spring resulting from hunger.

. Another way of measuring the extent to whicL 

accusations of witchcraft centred on agricultural problems 

is to esrsrainE the nature of injuries attributed to witch.es; 

to see whether their attacks were loainly on domestic 

livestock, or on rianufacturin., processes. }ie follov/ing 

table gives the offences for which individuals were accused 

at the ^seizes. 

TABLE 11; Victi ^i witchcraft in -»x ssize indictment a,
1560-1660., ~.^J1' of --/rises

: illness 108
death ;?33

total yZ

s BO
property 6

the table it would seen that humans were the most 

likely victims of witchcraft, and that death, rather than 

illiieQs, was most likely to be attributed to 'witches. 

Jho 'other property 1 listed auove was as follows: two

barns burnt down y twenty brewings of beer spoilt, one
1. 4ie indictments state when -• bewitching;; began and ended , 
yec detailed analysis ox' the ^loiitlia of most bewitching
showed no obvious patterns. J'or example, only 3 peo;)lo 
died of witchcraft in ^eptemoer, 25 iu February, but 
bewitching be0an almost as co;,a/ionly in -eptember as 
February.
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windmill bewitcJfc**, ohe*M prevented from doming, 

and four gallons of cream prevented from becoiaing butter. 

While these figures usefully indicate the type of of 1011*.: o 

f orming indictments, comparison of indictments with 

pamphlet accounts of the trial o show that only tho more 

serious suspicions were selected for fo^u chorees 

and that there were nany other acts of witchcraft 

suggested by villagers, yet never recorded, i'hia is 

shown in .x'able 12 wliere tae offences of eighteen suspected

witches who appear described In both ^&>oiuo records and

pamphlets are compared.

TABLE lg s IJatu.ro of the injuries blamed on 13 ^aaex wl%chea«'
In the indict :enta In the pamphlets

Humans: death 51 ?2
sickness 4 17

Animal B (usually death of ) 3 1^
Hiscellanooua :

burning a barn 1 1 
spoil inn beer - 7 
spoiling butter - 3 
pr event ing sp inning - 1 
cattle give blood - 1 
faniliars steal mill; - 1 
knocking down tree - 1 
knocking dov/n wood-pile - 1 
nysterious rocking of

cradle - 1 
oart stuck fast - 1

1. In the order above « the cases wex^e 106 f ^24, 171,
251, 293, 3».

2» -tf'or a description of thesB Id susoected witches 
see p. 94 above.
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This '2able shows that the supposed activities of 
witches were far nore diverse than the indictments 
would su :p;est. Causing the death of humans, though 
still the most important eint-;!© category, only accounts

*for about forty per cent of the cases instead of roughly 
seventy per cent, witches were blamed in an increased 
number of cases for agricultural misfortunes; the injury 
of animals, the loss of butter arid beer, systeriouo 
accidents to carts and piles of wood. In only one caije, 
where spinning was prevented, did witches attack 
'industrial 1 activities. It was primarily for injuries 
to humans that witches were blamed and secondarily for 
loss of anlmala and farm produce. i*he value of the 
animals su[/i>ocediy bewitched nrovides sorse indication 
of the -ent pre-occuj>ation with witchcraft* -fe'rora 
Tablea 11 and 12 it would seeo that tme ei ;lity recorded 
indictments for betritching anir-;-ils represent lonn than 
a quarter of the victual suspected afctacko. let,analysis 
of the eighty caoes alone suggests extensive dn«iage to 
property. Indictnents record the number, kind and 
BU posted value of animal victims, ^'hese are analysed 
in the following table .
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TABLE 13; Animals recorded as bewitcued in 
—————— jndic-fcaeuts, 1560-1630..

Value of an animal 
iJuEiber bewitched (c« 13^30)____

Cows/calvea 110 £1-2
Horses/colts 63 £2-4
Pigs/piclets 124- 2-4s.
3heep/ev;es 123
Chickens/capons 11

One suspected witch might be accused of causing- consider­ 

able damage. In 1593 a woman was accused of bewitching 

to death twenty-two sheep valued at -~5» one cow valued 

at 4-Os., one pic valued at 3s,, and a calf valued at ds.

more expensive were the activities of a spinster of

Ingrave who was accused of bev/itchin • to death four
2 geldings valued at 12 f and sixteen cows valued at ^5Q»

'•^here is no indication that it was animals in the special 

care of women, for instance poultry or young anlnals,

which were especially attacked, nor do certain anitials
3seem to have been more conriorily bewitched than others.

i^he agricultural background to -^ssex xdLtchcraft 

prosecutions was influenced by a number of factors, among 

them the extent of enclosure and forest, and the patterns 

of land inheritance. Host of -Lssex had been enclosed

before 1560, but there were one large and two small areas
1. ^ase 353.
2. Jaoe 403.
3» -"-^here are detailed descriptions of the bewitching 

of cows, boer and butter in case 120?«
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which remaiaad unenclosed until the late eighteenth 

century. 'i'he large region was the north-west corner, 

nearly one-fifth of the county, and the small ones were 

round Colchester and along the south-west border of the 

county. In the map of the distribution of witchcraft 

prosecutions there is a curious absence of witchcraft 

cases round Colchester and prosecutions are generally 

sparsest in the north-west. Comparison with other

counties will be needed before it is possible to see
en

whether there were more prosecutions in the early-closed,

enclosing, or open-field areas; if the -josex pattern 

general it may be that witchcraft was related to the 

problems of a growing population pressing on already 

enclosed land. On the other hand, there does not so em 

to have been any particular correlation between forested 

areas and areas of prosecution. A*here was little forest 

left in -ssex by 1560; the bulk of what routined was

011 the outskirts of juondon, round -'-ypiii^, and this was riot
ppeculiarly savage in its witchcraft prosecutions.

lliey were densest in the area of mixed farming, where 

wheat and hops were the wain crops, in the centre and

north of the county. Yet they also occurred in all the
1. iir-sex enclosures are described in -'• Coles 'enclosures: 

^csex agriculture, 1500-1900*, .•^..•..aex Naturalist • 
xxvi (1937-40), pp. 2 -25.

2. K. Coles, '-^iie i'ast History of the forest of ^sex', 
gas ex wtturalist, xxiv (193^-5) »PP- 115-1 33- - brief 
description of —a sex agriculture io ; ;iven on p. 21 
above. See also Map 8.
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other regions.

While ^arly enclosure may have prevented access to 

the land for a growing population, another factor wiiich 

may have differentiated villages and caused nore tensions 

in some than others were custons of inheritance, partible 

or Impartible. Although the evidence is scanty, there 

does see.;! to have been some connection between partible 

inheritance arid witchcraft accusations. In all three 

manors upon which there is known to have been partible 

inheritance there were witchcrafts accusations. Nothing 

more than a tentative hypothesis can be advanced, hour/or, 

until there bas been further research to show whether 

some of the other villages where there were even higher 

numbers of accusations were also affected by partible 

iiitteritance.

-another possible comioction ia between converted 

monastic property anO. the location of prosecutions. 

i'he first impression is that there was such a link, i^ae 

concentration of witchcraft suspicions within the manor

which had formerly been tl;e priory of j.i°.ti'iold severe j.
1. i'he manors were Hat^ield Broad Oak, Jaltham, and £horpe 

le Joken. *i.J .±*'aith, 'Peasant i'amilieH and Inheritance
Custoins in Hedieval England 1 , Agricultural Hjr.tory Review, 
xivfpart 2( 1966 } t pp. 93-4- • unfortunately neither i-aith nor 
G.G.Honans f from whom she cites, state whether the 
1 </althaj?.' was ^reat Valtliari or .valtliam lioly OrosG, nor 
has it been possible to locate .Uonans* .i-.H.O. reference. 
Both Valthams, hov;ever, vjitno^ned witchcraft accusations, 
as did the other two villages (see liap 1).
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suggested that people might be reacting to increased 

severity on the part of lay landlords. 2he f ODIOUS trials 

at the village where the -*l/bey of -t.Csithes had been 

situated appearacl to corroborate this view. Yet a wider 

comparison of maps of monastic property with maps of 

the distribution of witchcraft accusations does not bear 

out any such hypothesis. Prosecutions seem to have 

occurred with equal frequency on monastic and nori-nonastic 

land. 1

u?he conclusions of this chapter have been largely 

negative: no single economic factor can explain the 

distribution of -<ssex witchcraft prosecutions, -^he major 

positive conclusion is that the suspects were, on the 

whole, of a slightly lower status than their accusers. 

let they were not necessarily the poorest in the village. 

I«To direct co naction. can be drawn between poverty and 

accusations, further evidence for this assertion is 

the absence of any correlation between areas of greatest 

poverty in the county and accusations for witclicraft. 

Small holdings, insufficient tc support families, ivere 

most corjnon in the north-west and north-east, '^he central

1. ^elix Hull, '-xgriculture and Hural ociety in ^ 
1560-1640' (London Univ. Hi. >. thesis 1950;, map 9, 
shows the distribution of monastic property.
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region of ^ssex was, comparatively, the least 

troubled by poverty: this was the region of most 

accusation. 'Phus the parish overseers accounts 

of a nort -v;estBrn villar;o, 'eydon, show an acute 

problem of agrarian poverty, yet there uere no 

known prosecutions in that village. In Boreham, 

however, the poor officers were always left .rith a 

surplus on their hands until 1594-, yet there were a 

number of witchcraft prosecutions before that date.'

1. Ibid, p. 4-71.
2. 'i'b.c He;/don accoiurits juid those of Boreham are described
in ^.^..'ii'Ti^isoii ' -<-iie -^are of the ^ oor in -^lizal/ethan

3 (1953) ,pp.V-28. Hull,
on p.^79 of the thesis cited above, took a graver view 
than -^unison of the Heydon accounts, and stated that 
they showed 'an acute problem of agrarian poverty 1 .
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GJUUTJilR
Witchcraft prosecutions and social phenomena 

(1): personality, sex, a^e and marriano.

Literary accounts of witches written in fche 

sixteenth and seventeenth centuries often stress the 

suspect's ugliness. j.?or instance, Gaule suggested 

that 'every old woman with a wrinkled face, a furr'd 

brow, a hairy lip, a jobber tooth, a squint eye, a 

squeaking voyoe, or a scolding tongue* was 'pronounced 

for a witch*. Other authorities described them as 

' coiamonlie laiae', 'foule', * toothless ', *leane and 

deformed*, ' of an horrid countenance 1 . • -1 though 

there were occasional references to lai;ie witches in

Essex, the descriptions of actual trials lay no particular
3 emphasis on the physical stereotype of the witch.

Nor does Gif ford's description of i-ssex witchcraft 

suggest that people were selected as potential witches 

because of their looks, 'i^he impression froi/i i-issex 

evidence is tVtut actions and personality, rather than 

physical factors, ware the determining citeria. It nay, 

however, hnve been true, as -^dy suggested, that someone 

1. Oaule, -elect ^aaes, p«!?»
2. ocot, Jiscover:/. PP .29 1 3^« 190 ; Bernard, Guide » p.l$8, 

literary caricatures of the witch are quoted in 
;t;s t - ale • iecato ' o ^e<aii (1962) ,pp.ci3,'j' '.

Elizabeth Olark in the 1^5 Pamphlet, p. 6, and Ursley 
Kempe in that of 1532 ; si&.A7, v/oro both lame; both 
were key suspects.
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began to look like the stereotype of the witch when 

she acted like one. This sequence '-,T *\S reflected in 

the other physical characteristic of supposed witches, 

their mark. People were first suspected because they 

acted like witches; only later were they searched for 

some physical oddity, protuberance or cavity, which

would cox-firm or refute suspicions, ^ucli a mark was
p usually in a secret place.

^everal writers outlined the personality types 

associated with witchcraft. Those who were boastful, 

illiterate, miserable, lustful and leading a 'lewd and

naughty kind of life 1 , melancholy; all were likely to be
* 

witcbes. ^bove all, they were thought to be the type
4 of person who went round begging, and those who had

vicious tongues, ^'itches were people of *ill natures,
c 

of a wicked disposition, and spitefully malicious 1 p

'malicious people, full of revenge, having hearts owolne
A r}

with rancour*. 'Jhey were scolds and peevish. 'i'hese

1. ^dy» Candle. r>
2. iacoEi.pl es of 'fclie searching of ^asex witches after iinoy 

were suspected occur in the 1^02 amphlet, sig«^5 > 
and case 34-3 •

3. 3uch adjectives were used by Bernard, Guide, p. 103; 
Gaule, ^olect ^aoes. pp. 51, 6;l, 80; ^cot, ^i^covery. 
p. 29.

4. -cot, ^i sco very , p. 30. 
5» Bernard, ijuide, p. 156.
6. ^tearne, ^oi!.firi.iation, p. 20.
7. tfaule, ^ elect -J uses. p.8^>; ^cot, JJiucovor./ % p. 50
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generalizations about the cantankerous and anti-social 

witch can be tested against the actual cases in the 

.kssex records; furthermore, we arts able to see whether 

suspected witches were often accused of other types of 

offence, for example incest or petty crime.

Presentments for witchcraft at the ecclesiastical 

courts in -^esex occasionally ;;ave details of othex1 offences 

also alleged against the suspect. One suspected witch 

failed to live with her husband, another was suspected

of incest with her son, another allowed her daughter to
1 

be incontinent and was herself incontinent. iiore vaguely,

another was ' a li; ;b.t woman of filthey behaviour and
2 hathe played the bawde 1 . Several women were also scolds,

of discord 1 or brawlers. <-he narrow "border between 

tongue-lashing and witchcraft was sur;:;eoted by sozae 

churchwardens who said that a woman wan 'crynied for a 

wytche w(i)ch. ue know not but by here saye but she ys
~z

develishe of her tonge*. As well as being a rumoured 

witch, a man was 'a conon Brawler and sower of discord e 

between neighbours ' , and ixargaret ^aunders admitted that 

'•he is suspected of witchcraft and thought to be a skoulde'*

it was not only the witches uuu v/uj.-e of suspect

1. Oases 892, 910,
2. ^ase 1086.
3. ^ase 1024.
4. ^ases 1017,^2; case 113^ is even more cxtrene.



behaviour. '.Those who resorted to cunning folk, and
r ) 

who called other people witches4" might be just as evil.

'i'his last point suggests that it would be over-simplifying 

to see a necessary connection between witchcraft and 

other anti-social behaviour, ^'he above instances 

represent only a very small proportion of the more than 

one hundred people presented for witchcraft at the 

ecclesiastical courts. -Analysis of the witchcraft 

pamphlets, whore the suspected witch is often described in 

considerable detail, further suggests tuat witches did 

not necessarily jaisbehave in other obvious ways. Uome 

forty-three suspected witches were described in the 

^sstx pamphlets. Of these, only nine had a wider reputation 

for misbehaviour. •'•''our had had illegitimate children,
X

or became pregnant before marriage 4-^ one was suspected of
LL 5 

incest with her son; one had quarrelled with her husband;"^
6 one said her prayers in latin; two others were called
*7 

'old whore 1 or 'a lewd woman 1 . But one type of behaviour

seems to have been conmion to all of them. ri?his was 

begging combined with gruuiblin^; or cursing when they wore 

refused. i?or example, Hother ^unny asked a neighbour

1. Case 1066.
2. Cases 1103, 1106.
3. Elizabeth Jt'rauncis in 1^66, Ursley iCempe and amis herd 

	in 1582, and Joan Ouv..ny in 1589.
4. Joan lechey in?"15>82 Pamphlet, sifj. 06.
5» Alice Newman in 1532.
6. Agnes v/aterhouse in 1^66.
7. Elizabeth Bennet in 1582 and Elizabeth Goodinr; in 1645.
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for some drink but 'his wife boinn; busie and abrewing, 

tolde her she had no leysure to give her any. iUien Joane 

Cunnye went away discontented 1 . Next day her refuser 

was in terrible pain.

Detailed analysis of offences in the three sample 

villages also suggests that people suspected of various 

anti-social activities, for instance sexual misdemeanours 

or theft, were not necessarily believed to be witches and 

vice versa. In the table of offences for the three

villages there was little overlapping bebweca witchcraft
p and other crimes. Of the twenty suspects in the three

villages, only three are known to have been accused of

other offences. A~nes Duke vras probably accused of t'
3 some twenty years before being accused of witchcraft;

tL
Wary Belsted quarrelled with her husband; ^lice Bambrick 

was accused of theft, not attending church, and because she 

was 'a troublesome woman in her tonge amongoste her 

neighboures 1 . meanwhile, of the aoprojd.niately one aundred 

and eighty people who are known to have been suspected of 

sexual offences in the three villages, oiily Alice Itembriok
1. 1589 i-aiaphlet, sig.
2. oee p. 115 above, for the table.
3« Agnes was accused of witchcraft in 11)84 (case 203) ; a

woman of the saiie name and village WAS accused of th.tsf t
in 1564, ^.R.O^y . 16/1? i 17 A5.

4. The quarrel is described in considerable detail; E.U.O. t 
D/AW9 fols.32, 36, 63V , cJ7i H^. v v

5. £.ii.o. t ^c.iv 14/3;iV^V/l fol.ia;D/V_y3 fo]s.36v ,Gy ,125- 
There is a little doubt in this case about the identification 
of Uice Barabrick, but detailed reconstruction cr its that 
she was the saiae person as Agnes liaiibrick of Boro. ..a.^.
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was also suspected of witchcraft. Again, only one in 

five of those formally accused of scolding; or quarrelling 

were also accused of witchcraft. This adds confiruation 

to the impression that when people suspected witchcraft 

they did not automatically select the most notorious 

prostitutes or criminals in the neighbourhood as likely 

witches; rather, as will be seen, they examined their 

relationship to others. 2hese others mi^ht well be law- 

abiding citizens.

Comparison of witchcraft anO other offences has 

shown that witches were not necessarily suspected of 

sexual offences. Nor does a sexual elenent seem to

have been important in ksaex prosecutions generally.
2 It is true that, as contemporaries observed, ' witches

were usually woLien. Only twenty-three of the two hundred
3and ninety-one accused witches were iaen. -veil among these

twenty-throe, eleven were either married to an accused 

witch or appeared in a joint irullctaent with a uouan. 

Seven of theji were found guilty, a slightly lower pro­ 

portion than among women; their occupations were diverse.

1. '<or were sexual offenders necessarily suupected aa 
witches; of the 25 cases of incest noted in the -^s 
archdeaconry records, 15>70-1G70, only 1 was definitely 
connected to witchcraft suspicions.

2. ij'or inntance, ^;iulQ , ^eloct ^c.;sea, p. 52,and -tearne, 
Oonfirriation, p. 10,

3. ^ases 1, 6,^-8 t 125 t 133-5,210-1,22^-5,^72,280-2,pVl-2 
392(b) ,4 03,4.59,4:^-9, 510-1,51d-20,519-20,532,649, 
659-61, 756, 753, 762.
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There were twelve labourers, three yeomen, one s 

one beerbrewer, one clerh, one joiner, and two tailors 

and two plovers. Hen were accused in every decade 

between 1560 and 1670, except for a --u between 1G16 and 

164-7. 2hus, there does not seo , to have been any obvious 

objection to the idea of male witches. Yet wonon pre­ 

dominated. Any explanation of witchcraft prosecutions 

must account for this fact. Certain hypotheses do not 

find support in the £bsex material, -'-"here is no evidence 

that hostility between the sexes lay behind the prosecutions, 

£ssex pamphlets show women •oitner.sinc as often as men 

against other women, nor does the follow!^; tal le of the 

sex of those supposed to be bewitched show any particular 

attack on males.

TABLE 14:

Period 

1560-79
1530-99
1600-19
1620-39
1640-59
1660-79

"-'ex of those
indictments

Male
WMMMMWIW

20
41
17
7

13

103

recorded as
1560-1680.
oath
female

22
53
13
7

12

dh

bewitched

Kale

11
18
6
3
6
_ 1

in Assize

Illuess
^'emale

8
21
17
5
5
1

Total male: 148 
Total fenale: 173
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From this we see that females were slightly more likely 

to be bewitched, in uost periods, than riales. *^ni 

of the types of offences attributed to witches in 

showed no sexual content* $hey did not attack virility 

in any for™, either by blastlnr; the crops or be:.1?* tchin«; 

men's genitals. Sssex witches, as described in the 

pamphlets and by G-ifford, were not believed to attend 

sexual orgies, have sexual relations with tbeir familiars, 

or fly. '^hey were not eoarchod, except by other v;onen, 

and the phallic witch-pin or surest 3.ve broom-sticks, upon 

which they rode in myth, in other countries, were absent, 

^he only surest ions of a sexual motif in all tlie '-HP ex 

evidence cones in the trial of IG'K1? in the denure accounts 

of two women's sexual relations with the devil. 'I'his 

trial, it has been argued, was exceptional and influenced 

by continental ideas.

Contemporary writers saw the exploration, of the 

predominance of female witches In the tesiperanerrt of -joiaeii 

As taen ; t;hey su-—ested that the ferialo sex was both wealt 

and vicious, weak towards '"'•atan anc1 vicious towards 

fellow huiaan beiri >r^. Perkins observed that 'the wonan 

being the v/ear:er sexe, is sooner entangled b,y the devilla 

illusions with this dasiinable art, then (sic) the :nan' .^

1» ^ee p. 179 above.
3. Perkino, Damned ->rt> p. 163.



fitearne aoRgested that it wa« beeauae women were 

'conKmly impatient, and ^ein r displeased no re malicious, 

and so more apt to revenue according to their power, 

and thereby more fit in^trtv. »Qnts for» +.^e <?vill. Q?MS

3interpretation in similar to that advanced later in t .i 
thesis. If, as is arr^ied later, witchcraft reflected 
tension.; between an ideal of nei^Jibourlinesfj raid v^e 
necessities of economic o*id social change, women were 
co^-nonly thought r>f as wite':on hecauae thoy wore nore 
resistant to suc^ c e. It WPS their social position 
«*nd powea? *7hicb led to " natred against? then. 
As wives an'' mothorn and r;os r'ipo tlie;r tended to be Tnore 
intir,.iately connected %'ith vai*ious villa -e r-rouno, t".-.ey 
were the co-ordinatinr; alffnent in villano nociot ~. - oople 
would feel :iioot Tiiieaay r.'lv nJt ther \r ; .en society

o eegmenting. 1' It was thoy who borrov/«d and lent rao^t,
and it was t^elr curse w .1C': was ost j'*' > red.

^elated to the problem of the sex of witch and victim 
is that of their a::«. ^onteirporarias &•- -?3ted that 
T<ltches were, almost v;ithout exception, 'old'."' u.j:-,t how 
old tiiC^_wepe it is l?r?\x><"5?iM.e to tell in th-' Tor^ority of
1* tearne, ''On£ _JL r»H> G — al^c cot,
2. wbvi'jUrdj there are i u iense problems J a

further discur' ?.ion of some of t ese poi .»/,; i p^SO bolow. 
3- "or i '- ice, lerkins, ^a^u^od :-t , .1 -,1^1;
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cases since indictments do not record ages. But from 

incidental information in the paarvulets f»n •". coroner's

inquests on some of those imprisoned in Io4-S f we icnow
A

the a&e of fifteen of those accused it the -Gsizes.

Of these, two were between 40-9, three between 5'J-9» 

seven between 60-9, and three between GO—9» although 

sone of the a^es wore stated to be approxiioatc, It does 

seen reasonable to argue that, in En ex, the likeliest 

age for a witch was betv/een fifty and seventy. The 

pamphlets surest that people gradually became witches v 

in their own and their neighbour f s eyes, and that the 

longer a witch lived the worse her power was su...>osed to be. 

Tliis was noted by John ^aule when he renar^ed that f tho 

longer witches are suffered to live, the ; jorse they are,

not onely do they do nore mischiefe to others, but grow
o 

more wicked within thoriselves 1 .^ Children could not be

powerful witches: thus tearne told of a boy of nine in 

Northamptonshire who was accused of witchcraft 'when all
rr

know he could not be of much capacity'.^ In one long 

description in 1564- both ruther and daughter were believed 

to be witches, but the daughter claimed that her mother 

was 'the stror.^or witch 1 , .-ho also su --ootod that a person 

of £ood rep ut at ion when younr; mip;ht gradual I/ become hated

1. Only between 1645 and 164-7 were the a es of suspected 
witches recorded in coroner's inquests, ^ exariples 
are cases 648/c)-(f).

2. uaule, -elect ^ases, p.175
3- ^tearne, ^onfirviatiou t p. 19; the only recorded younc

suspect in -6ssex (Joan ••aterhouse,1566 -.aiupMot, p.520) 
was a^ed 10,perhaps this was the reason for hor acquittal, 
despite lier confession, case 19•
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and suspected; as she lamented to her daughters ' I am 

bro(u>£ht out of ay ./Jod name to an yll'. j?he way in 

which suspicions gradually built "-~ in a village has 

already been ouclined; this procens was reflected in 

the confeosions of suspected witches who GC oed thoir 

neighbour's fears. ?hey all stated that the;/ had 'acquired 1 

witchcraft some years before, rather than being born 

with tlie power. In 1;>66 -lizabeth Francis clai.uod to 

have been initiated by her grandmother at the a?~e of 

twelve, but she ke_)t rier fajLiliar for fifteen or sixteen 

years before she handed it over to Agnes '•'aterhouae* 

Agnes said, in the same pamphlet, that she had been a 

witch for fifteen years. In the 1509 pariphlet, all 

three confessions included the length of tine tne suspect 

believed themselves to have possessed diabolic ^ower: 

Joan ^umiy had received her witchcraft some twenty years 

before and claimed, to have hurt nany people duriir; tTie 

last lixtoen or twenty years; Joan bpziey said she had 

bee^'j. given her witchcraft some seven or el.jht years 

previously; the levil had first appeared to Joan Prentice 

six years before the trial. Those who confessed in 16;4-5 

were divided between nine who stated that they had been 

witches for a considerable length of ti::-e, averaging 

some fifteen years,, and five who said that they had.________

1, vJase 361,
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become witches some six months before their examination. 

'I'he latter group were possibly a product of the excep­ 

tional circumstances of 16^5•

^hile suspected witches were ciiar;ct eristic ally
•f 

middle-aged or old, their victims appear to have been

younger adults, 'ilie Assize indictments often stated, in 

the case of children, the a; .;e of the victim; in a number 

of instances the victim was said to be the 'son. of 1 or 

'daughter of 1 another person. It seeius likely that this 

was only recorded when the victim was a child, i'he following 

ages of children were recorded. 

TABLE 15 • lumber of children of various ap;es recorded
in the "-8>.ilze

Are
An unborn child'"
iionths - 3

6
9

1 infant '
Years - 1

2
3
5
6
7
3
9

10
11

indictments c.s beuitc ' ted f 1560-
Huafoer

1
3
1
1
3
4
2
3
3
1
1
2
1
1
1

1. mrtuer evidence of tLelr ar;e, aloeit i^pre^c 
comes from the pamphlet descriptions of 'old women 1 who 
were vjitc.ies. ~>x was sl:.ov;ii in --^a'ble 7> ..•••108» :- nuraber of 
women remained suspected for many years; wiieu they were 
burioa uliey ;:ii vnrt be recorded, as v/ac the witch I-iary 
Belsted or dddleton of .orehaiu, as 'an old woman'.

2. ^ase 145»
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As well as these casec, there were sixty in which the 

victim was described as the 'son 1 or 'daughter 1 of another, 

voiapariii-• thuae ninety-two victims wit.:::- the- total of 

three hundred and forty-one victims altow«jher, it would 

seem that over two-thirds or those believed to he bewitched 

were adults: mortality at childbirth, as the above table 

shows, hardly ever seems to have beon ascribed to witches, 

j-'his picture of predominantly adult victi-^& ox witchcraft 

becomes even stronger when we remember that ovon where a 

xhill was bewitched it was the parent who brought the 

accusation and felt the attach. *is >;itii attacks on 

property, bhe 'victim 1 iai^t be i;La ^ersoji wao was in­ 

directly injured. Unfortmiately, it ha a been i/:v./ossiblo 

to collect inTonaution on the e-cuct age of accusers; only 

indirect evidence, such as the presence o± yotiny; cliildren 

in the ,'amily u :o were bewitched, retiaiiu. -,.iis ,;ives 

an iiar^resoion that they v/ere quite often a generation 

younger than the accused.

One explanation of the fact that witches were usually 

old was aujij-e^cea by • Reginald >cot. ^-e ar0u«sd that it 

was because old women were often sui'-L'eriiir; delusions 

because of 'the stoppii^ of tuoir zaonethlie laelaricholiKe

flux or issue of bloud 1 ; such v/onen were widely believed
1 to have the evil eye. ±'his explanation hardly seems

1. ocot, .iJiscovery*
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helpful in explaining ~ssex accusations where the major 

problem is tl<e reason Tor accusations ratLer than 

confessions. I'he theory that will be advanced later 

in the thesirs concerning, the origin of witchcraft- beliefs 

will attempt to account for an apparent tension between 

(jenei'ations, rather than the particular psycliolo^y of 

the old. pressure on economic resources, and growing 

unease at tV.e neighbourly values of village society, it 

will be argued, naturally tended to cause friction with 

the older inhabitants who by t, oir very presence iviade 

demands on younger village ia-iilies. i'he problei- of 

the a,_;ed v/as^ likely to be particulcu?ly acute when methods 

and ideals of charity were chaining, as they soer to 

have been in this period, -ucii a clash ni^ht lead to 

many situations of ;;orry. .»hen wide1..' usan oock v;as 

refused relief at the ar;o oi' about fifty ami wd.s told that 

'snee was a younjj woman, and. able to wo rice for her living 1 , 

she was believod to have bewitched some livestock of her
A

refuser. i'hus v/itchcraft prosecutions, to a certain 

extent, nay be seen as a response to changes in vie age- 

structure o..' the population, an.1 , bhe methods of ciealii^ 

with the ageing process. Age broufdrb with, it mystical 

power w^iicii could be used for good, or, i,i the case of the 

witch's curse as or^.-loyod in -nr-ex, evil.___________ 

1.



Just as suspected witches seem to have been old f

so they were almost always 'wives and widows 1 rather
•i 

than unmarried v/orsen. <Jnf optima ual , t.:.-o jj-ssiae

indictments often leave the -^aritel >o -itiou of the 

accused vague, describing: her as 'spinster 1 . , uc of 

two hundred and seventy-seven accused women we only 

know that sixty-ei^ht were married and forty-nine 

widowed; i.'.' there was no bias in recording mar.i'ied 

ijuspectr;, thin would suggest that .just over fort./ por 

cent ox' the accused wei*e widows, -'hon a person was 

designated a 'spinster 1 this did nob nece..r>ar.'ly mean 

jjhat she was unmarried; the v/itcho^ --^evell, Neuman -and 

GlascocJx in 1>:2, for exain}>le, -jere described n.r. 'npins

in the indictraunts, while tv;o v/ere specified as ...arried
2 

and one as widowed in the ].' let. ^he r.iarit^l state

of the accused v/as particularly well recorded, in the

indictments for IfA^ and fro" "-ho^e \JQ Imow that sixteen

were riarr'ried, thirteen v;ore widows and three 'spinsters'•

•»V:ain, it see;is as if married suspects were sir; tly

more co^ciori than v/idown. '^he proportion is revu^cd in

o*ie sample three villages. ' ;f the nineteen ironei ;^ho

were accused of in.tchcraft in all three, we only know

for tfert-.ln bhat one was unmarried; that was Jo?in Waterhouse f

a,;ed eigl ,. • G acquitted, we do not ,-cnow the______

1. -'^dyf ^ndls. p. 110.
, 16O, 155.
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marital ^tato jf four of the accused, but 11 the ro^t 

were, or had been, loarried. ^£ the .fourteen about whom 

we can be certain, eight were widows, wiiile six were

married. -mo u . uhe ^ix ..iurj.-J.eu suspects iiuu i-a-r from
^1 

satisfactory r»arriaye&« ' I'his Lir;h proportion., of witches

who were widows does surest Suat widowhood was a
r>

serious pr-obleii in --iizabethari villages.** uu.i, it al«o

seems clear i^a^c widowuooa, j.ii j.'CbjjLX, was not enough 

to brinj-j suspicion of v;ltclicran.;. - t4.c ^arib... ,-.'..'.^.t.J.ter 

or ^oreliaia recorded the narieu of twenty vrldows 'ir.iried. 

in the village between 1^60-1.., ,, none or whou aro 

recorded witcliea, -LH -uifctle ~->&^. ow t oril/ one ox uho ten 

buried widows was a suspected ';itc:-i. -.^r, avo 

seen, were 'taj/ried wo;rten, n-,ny of then wic ildren,
V)l

safe

1. Elizabeth '!?raunces bewitched her husband, after constant
oVriction with 'j.iri, 15064- ainp Llet, /?-31 : >; ^ ar/ Bel 
an shown on p. 211 note^.^bovf 1 , const i^ribly nuarr oiled 

L'. her husband*
2. Little .,..; '':r\o'/n concernin ; i: T )e perc; v ''" ^ of vronen 

over the age of 4-0 who were wiaows; «.... „. .jt that 
I'}." of •Jl'v/-v.rorth households in 1^70 vjere headed by 
widows j sUi^eets, nowever, tixat tee auj/sber ••(d. i -.;ht be 
lar,;;o, L;^L_-; : .ction to ^n ' 
ed. ^.A.^riyley ^1966>, p»20^>« " connection uetv/aen 
t/idov/s and witches, as well as so:ie illustrations of the 
number of solitary widovjs in various villa ec 
auv_;eot;ed in. I'.Laslet.t, : " - ^rld.j-vq ilavo 
Pap erback , edn .p.%5 ) ̂  pj.-

3« l^iero seems to hnvo ooe.u no corinoction betvreon childless- 
uess and witciicrart; a iiunber ox the suspects were 
accused by their children (aoe p.227bolov;) or believed 
to have given t ,eir witchcraft to them.
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Cross-village accusations
at the Assize courts. 

Scale

539-41) 
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45 ^
'miles:! inch________

KEY: The arrows point from 
the village of the witch 
to that of the victim. 
Each line represents one • 
act of witchcraft. The 
numbers are those assigned 
to the cases in Appendix 1.
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CHAPJISB 3A

Witchcraft Tgoaecutiona and social phenomena (2):kinship and neighbours,—————————

ffliere is no doubt that witchcraft prosecutions 

were uiade between x>eople who knew each other intimately. 

v ery few accusations were ,iade against people v/ho lived 

far away. As shown in Hap 6, only Tifty out of four 

hundred and sixty indictments at the ^ssizes for be­ 

witching property or persons placed vietin and witch in 

different villages. Only five accusations were over a 

distance of five miles. Thus accusations seen to have 

been limited to the area of intense relationships 

between individuals. '-The power of the witch was 

limited to a few miles, ^s ^e&mald .;cot argued, their 

power reached as far as their social contacts, which 

was not far: 'for their furthest fetches that I can 

comprehend, are but to fetch a pot of niilke, &c: from 

their neighbors house, halfe a wile distant frou them.' 

xhe -^ssex pamphlets ^ive abundant evidence that witch 

and victim were linked in many ways, ^.'hey even, occas­ 

ionally, show that suspect and accuser were living 

next door to each oaner. ^'or instance, a man in 1645 

was told that his sic.u. wife 'was cursed by two women 

who were neere neighbours to this Informant, the one

dwelling a little above his house, and the other beneath 

1. ^cot, Discovery, p
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his house', the house bein^r on a hill. ^ contemporary 

map of otock Corauon in 1575 shows the house of the 

notorious witch Widow .,awel, and, next door, that
Q

of her victim's father, iioger Veale. Only very 

detailed research will show exactly how close were the 

houses of victim and witch and whether they tended to 

be in the village or outlying farms, 

research on the village of Hatfield ieverel a 

that those involved in prosecutions not only lived in 

the same village, but came from bhe same part of the 

village.

Hatfield leverel contained two large and three 

SLiall manors in the sixteenth century, of which the two 

largest have surviving court records, ^he contrast 

between the number of persons connected with witchcraft 

prosecutions holding land in these two manors is 

considerable, ilie manor of nugdon Hall in the southern, 

part of the parish was surveyed in 15->9 and this survey, 

combined with a list of those who took homage in the 

1550 1 s, provides a list of twenty tenants. Of these,
7,

three possibly had connections with prosecutions. '.Owo 

however, also had land in the manor of llatfield leverel,

once tli.e riory, and it may have been by virtue of thia
1. 1645 lamphlet. p.l.
2. Uase 108: the map is in the iJ.K.O. 
5. 'i^hese were William Bastwick, John I'raunces, and 

Janes Ilawkins.
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that they caiae into contact with suspected witches, 

for the situation on this second raanor was quii;e 

different. A simple analysis of those who paid homage 

at the manor court in June 15^6, the first witchcraft 

trial year, shows that, of fifteen resident families, 

eight were directly connected with witchcraft prosecutions. 

Those involved, in prosecutions were thus related not 

only through the village church, through co-residence, 

and through the bonds of neighbourhood, but also 

through the manorial organization and economic ties. 

Another possible link between witch and accuser 

is that of kinship. i"he tensions between kin have been 

stressed by anthropologists as one of the major factors 

in JTricun witchcraft suspicions. 'there is little 

evidence that relationship by blood or by marriage was 

important in Essex witchcraft prosecutions, '^he surnames 

of victims in indictments were never the saiae as those 

of witches; this eliminates certain family relationships, 

for instance that between husband and wife, from obvious 

importance in the accusations. Ho contemporary writers 

noted any particular likelihood of bewitching occurring

between blood-relatives. ITor has detailed analysis of
1. i^hose probably connected were ^obert uaterhouse, -alter 

Wilmott, Henry Jenyn, James Hawkyn, Alexander i(1raunces, 
William Highaw, John Burde and Thomas Oarsey; e.g. 
William Higham was bewitched in 1566.

2. i^hus nearly all the essays in witchcraft & oorcery in 
ist Africa, ed.John Middleton and .... . /inter v.1963-)»

analyse witchcraft accusations in terns of kinship tension?



the kingship structure or the village of Boreham, wliere 

there were known witches, shown any connection by blood 

between the accused and the accusers. For instance, 

there is no evidence that the suspected witches "gnes 

Haven or Har(;aret Poole were related to any other•«<_-* Q. *

families in the village. Nor do the pamphlet accounts,

which often go into r^reat detail, su-,p;est that those
J 

involved were anything but neighbours, i'here is a

certain amount of evidence that witchcraft accusations 

sometimes reflected tensions between af fines, that is 

between relations by marriage* Two cases from the 

i&sex pamphlets are those of oohn Uhaundler, whose wife 

having been executed as a witch, demanded money from

his wife's daughter, upon which she supposedly bewitched
phim; and that of a woman who believer tnat she had been

X
bewitched by her sister-in-law. Host common of all 

was the bewitching of the husband by the wife. Perhaps 

because it was difficult to prove, no indictments for 

this offence are known for -^ssex. iret the pasaphletc 

describe a few instances, and other instances occasionally 

emerge by chance. In 1564 a man blamed, his lameness ori 

his wife, and two years later both ^nsnes -atorhouse and
1. The results are too detailed to include here; the major 

families in the village, and especially all those related 
to prosecutions, were reconstituted, on uiio basis of :;arish 
registers and wills, for the >eriod 1560-1600.

2. 1:379 i'aiaphlet, sig.Avv .
3. 1582 i'amphlet,
4. Case 861,
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Elisabeth I?raunces confessed to bewitching their 

respective nusbands. In 1502 both ^OLice Newnan and

Marceret G-revell wore supposed to have bev/itched their
o 

own husbands to death. olose to this was the case of

the loan who went round trying to persuade his sick
3 neighbours that they were bev/itched by his wife, v/hen

placed against the hundreds of other bewitchings in 

^•ssex, these few cases do not seem of threat importance* 

Yet they show that it was believed possible for a witch 

to attack her husband, just as it was possible for her

to attack her child.
4- 

•*s tfifford pointed out, children quite frequently

gave evidence against their parents in cases of witchcraft.

For instance, the aon of a witch gave evidence against
5 his mother in 1579 in -t'sex, and two bastard boys gave

'great evidence 1 against their mother and grandmother
6 in 1589« Nevertheless, it would be Mistaken to see

child-parent hostility as an important contributing 

factor in witchcraft prosecutions* -ot only do the 

pamphlets, and witnesses 1 names on the indictments, show 

that the majority of cases were tried without child

1. 1366 famphlet, pp.
2. 1582 Pamphlet, sig. F8
3. ^ase 961
4. Gifford, Discourse, sig.
5. 1579 Pamphlet, si*-;. Ai
6. 1589 Pamphlet, 3i
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witnesses, but it also seems apparent that such 

v/itnesses were only brought in to give added proof. 

They did not start suspicions, but were persuaded to 

give testimony. 'Many go so farre, that if tney can 

intice children to accuse their parents, they thinke

it a good worke*. Often children iiaist have supported
2 their parents, as in 1.564. It is possible that an

added pressure on children was the knowledge that if 

they refused to support charges against their parents 

they, in turn, mi.jlxt be accused of bein£ witches. It 

is clear that there was a strong popular belief that

witchcraft was hereditary.'-uspected Ancestors 1 were
3to be used as evidence that a person was a witch.

Witches, said the ^ssex witch-hunter 'tearae, 'leave 1 

witchcraft to 'Children, servants, or to some others': 

people born of 'bad an."1- wicired parents' vrere deemed
IL

likely to be witches. If we turn to the actual ^ssex 

cases there are a considerable number of examples of 

daughters, and even grand-daughters, of accused witches

being suspected o:' the sane crime. In 1566, several of
5 the witches were related by l)lood, and three generations

1. Gifford, Dialogue, si^L.
2. Case 931.
3. CJaule, ^elcct ^aseg« p.46.
4. -tearne, ^oaiirr ation,pp•12»29%33; among those who 
made the tjaue point were uernard, Muide, t>p • 211-212 % and 
Perkins, Jauned -rt, j>p. 202-3.

fj. Elisabeth ^rauncus claimed ahe nad been ^iven her 
familiar by her ^rajidiaother; %nes -'itor^ouse wan the 
mother of Joan Waterhouse and sister to mother Oobornc, 
all three were suspected witches.
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of suspected witches are illustrated in the Ilarv/ich

Borough records and two in those of Maldon. Other
2 

cases can be found in the 1582, 1589, and 164-5 pamphlets.

Possibly thio was a feature in nearly one in ten of
3 the -^ssex cases.

while it has been demonstrated that witch and 

victim lived close to each other, no inportant ties of 

kinshij) oeeia to have linked them, ^uch more important 

were the bonds of neifthbourlineso. ^hat witches were 

supposed to bewitch their neighbours is clear from the 

Essex evidence. idow ribbaulde was f a slaunderer of 

hir neighbours, ->-nd because some of hir neighbours 

after she hathe fallen out w(i)th them have had evell 

successe w(i)th the Oat tell therfore they have conceived 

an opinion that she ys a witch * . In Hat.fi eld Peverel 

this link of neighbourliness is cloorly implied. One 

witch ,r;ave her familiar to 'mother ^aterhouse her neighbor 1 

and she, in turn, 'falling out wyth another uf her 

neybours* killed three geese and 'falling out with another 

of her neybours and his wife* killed the husband.

Mother waterhouse's dau:-;}iter eraployod witchcraft after
1. At rialdon.^llen ^riith. was the dau&hter of Alice 

Cliaundler (l?7;9 , ,let,3iG.Av ) and at Harwich 
Elizabeth ilariby, executed in 1601, was the mother of 
Jane Prentice or Hanby,t^ied in 163^- » and a^ain in 163^, 
with her daughter -usan(co.aes ll-/{-6,580,536,5m8,589).

2. 1532 -.amp: tie -0,3X^.^4-; 1589 - amphlet,si^.B; 16^1-5 Pamphlet, 
pp. 1,12.

3. -''our cases of mother and daughter being suspected
witches are lifted in case 1207. 

H-. Oase



oOJrl 
R

ichard 
cu 

F
lake

in 
Oo 

Thomas 
Fuller

Richard 
Harris

John
Auriga r

John 
Harris

Figure 
4: 

Witnessing 
to 

wills 
and 

witchcraft 
accusations 

in 
Hatfield 

Peverel.

John
Oughan

Thomas
Chapman

John 
Hubberd

John 
Elizabeth 

Paine 
Cornishe

W
ALTER V/ILM

OTT

A
L
E
X
A
N
D
E
R
 
WILMOTT

John Broke

Elizabeth 
Duke

A
L
E
X
A
N
D
E
R
 
WILMOTT

T 
\

Susan
Oughan

Charles
We ale

William 
Beadle

KEY: 
The 

broad 
lines 

indicate 
the 

family 
connections 

of 
three 

generations 
of 

the 
V/ilmott 

family 
of 

Hatfield 
Peverel (the 

relationship 
of 

James 
Wilmott 

is 
unknown). 

Arrows 
indicate 

witnessing 
to 

wills 
and 

those 
with 

surnames 
underlined 

were 
involved 

in witchcraft 
accusations.

Alexander 
Osborne

JAM
ES 

V/ILM
OTT

William 
Rolle

.William
Goodaye

John 
Bird

Thomas 
Broke

Alexander 
Francis

Nicholas
Whale

V/ALTER 
W
I
L
M
O
T
T

William 
Bennet

Richard 
Beadle



230

being refused bread and cheese at the house of 'a girl 

a neyhours chylde*. -Tie same Mother Waterhouse admitted 

that she was unable to bewitch 'tae Wardol, a neighbour 

of hers 1 . In 1570$ Elizabeth Irauncis explained how

'she came to one Pooles wife her neighbour 1 and later
2bewitched her. In the saj e village, an analysis of

those who witnessed the wills of one ol' the most witch- 

attacked families, the ^iiiaotts, shows, that the three 

major witch families in the village, the ^raunces, Ouke, 

and Oborne families, were all linked to the Vilnotts by

friendship as well as by witchcraft. Other victims o£
3witchcraft were also interlinked in this way.

f£he methods supposedly employed by witches, and 

the counter—actions used by their victims, provide 

further evidence that strains and tensions between 

neighbours v/ere linked to witchcraft accusations. 

^ssex suspects do not soe;a to have employed complicated 

methods of bewitching. 4ie;7 did not sticJi pins in images 

of their victim, or make poisons out of human fat. 

£heir two principal techniques, if such simple activities 

can be given such a title, were sending their familiars 

to bite or frighten their victim, or slaking some renark

1. 1566 lamphlet, 13 as sin.
2. 1579 Pamphlet, sig.Aliii.
3« See i?igure 4.
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wnich night be intersected as vicious, in face, these 

two were not sharply divided; often a fatiiliar would 

first appear when a woaan cursed a neighbour. Often 

their words to a neighbour were spiteful, '^itches', 

lerkins wrote, ' are wont to practise tiieir Liischevous
•;•>

facts by cursing and banning 1 .' 4iere are a number of 

•^ssex examples ranging from an unusual rhyming curse
7.

and ritual cursing on the knees, to hardly audible 

Humbling in discontent v/hich was interpreted by the 

future victim as evil. ^hat seezas clear is that it 

was not the content of the remark which mattered, "but 

rather the conte>rfc in which it was spol^en and the inter­ 

pretation put on it. Jhus even outwardly friendly 

overtures mi^ht be interpreted as malicious. i.ilor instance,

three women in lf>82 adiuired and fondled a child saying
5 'here is a iolie and likely childe ^od blesse it'p it

promptly sickened and died of witchcraft, ^he sane fate

befell some pigs pruiaed by a wolciiester suspect 

wimilarly, actions were carefully interpreted, and the 

most innocent neighbourly gesture tii at be shiumed as

!• i'or instance in the 1579 -i. ampul et,
2. Perkins, pacaied ^rt, p. 202.
3» Both occur in case 661; such methods are discussed in

Thomas Cooper, Kyster: ' of : itc?icraf t(1617) ,pp*208-9tbut
they seen rare in -^ssex. ^e 

4. Lxanples are munerous, for instance/l:?82 hlet,sifr./-3-
Vague threats, also, ni^;ht be interpreted as dangerous, for
exannle ih^*1532 ranphet,si£.C7v t or Gif .ford, 'Hscourjio,

2 Pamphlet, aig.i>3; see cuse 84-3 also. 
6. ^ase 1173.



232

likely to lead to a bewitching. One ^ssex suspect, 

in 164-5, was especially notorious for giving children 

gifts, an apple, or bread and butter, and also conpli- 

mentin^ them or kissing then, all of which led to 

subsequent disaster. ^nother was described as bewitching

another through gifts of food, a drink and an apple
p cake* ^n exceptional case was the drawing of a circle

outside a neighbour's door; even here the activity was 

interpreted differently by the witch, who claimed to bo

making a 'shitying house 1 , an<" the victiio, who subsequently
5 becaine ill on the spot. One way of explaining these

supposed uethods of witches is to link them to the 

relations ideally obtaining between neighbours, -hereas 

neighbours nonaally lent each other small objects and 

showed concern and interest in each other's business, 

witches were, in a sense, either too good as neighbours 

or impossible. Either tiiey cursed and banned and became 

intolerable, or, perhaps worse than this, they were too 

solicitous, too ea^er to lend and borrow, -."his belief 

has already been seen at work in the counter-actions 

against witches, many of then involving the severing of
h

all connections wita the suspect. It can also be____
1. 164-5 i-'aupulet, pp. 17,20.
2. 1579 -'amp let, si^s . .Yivir-".v. 

1579 lamphlet, si^. 
pp. 121-2 above.
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illustrated fron the occasions when witc?icraft was 

most feared. Illness was r, tine when neighbours co­ 

operated, and showed mutual concern in village society, 

but it was also t..o ^^jasio^i when witches were aost 

active. Diligent enquiry after a sick person, though 

an action to be coia&ended when it occurred between real 

friends, v/as prime evidence that the inquirer was a 

witch if relations were felt t-3 be strained. One 

the best methods of detecting, or proving, a witch, 

was to burn some object belonging to either witch or

victiu, and then to see whether the suspect hurried
? round to inquire how the sio^ pursou i...,-eu. ~* An

extreme example of this occurred wlien the witch 

Bennet visited a neighbour and, seeing the neighbour 

sick, said 'how thou art loden, and buen clasped her 

in her uLffaeSt ana i-is^ed hex1 , v/hereujoju. pi-cj^wntly aiter

lier upper Ldppe swelled .-inJ. v/as very bi^;e, and her eyes
^auch sunked into her head 1 . Illnetis v/as the tiue when

people would draw closer together, when past quarrels

would be forgiven, the occasion when people brought
4. 

'aone small thin£^ to curr;/ favour againe** It i/as also
o

1. i^ichael )alton, -^Jio Jountr^f uustice (16,>0> ,p.273.
2. 157*^ Pamphlet, sig.^vi, is an example where it was the 

::•' osod laiailiar of ti^a v/itcii "cuat was burnt.
3« 1,'^. IV- let, sigs. J3^ -36; anoi;}ier oxunple is o'i 

in t'iO ,,...3 pamphlet, si;j.- r*.
4-. J^ern.ird, Guide, n.?O7.
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a tine when relationships v/ere finally severed, and 

decisions about whetaer a person was really a witch. 

were iiiade.

•^he clearest evidence, now ever, that witchcraft 

accusations occurred in the context of quarrels between 

neighbours are the supposed Motives of witches. Pitches 

did not act without some provocation and commentators 

noted that their common emotion was discontent and a

desire for revenge. j-'hey acted, -dy su&prested, after
o 

beinp; refused by a neighbour. *~ Anger at being denied

the benefits of neighbourly help was the dominant emotion
— r

leading to witchcraft acts suggested (xifford.^ ^onnenting 

on the confessions of bssex and other suspects, Jteame 

remarked that 'y°u !-ftay observe in n»ost of their Uonfeosions f 

they did it because they had not such things as they 

desired, or used to have 1 . ^hese general coTiiments are 

amply substantiated in the -teg sex records of prosecutions 

whenever details are given. 'Fhe following table gives 

the motives suggested by confessing suspects or their 

accusers as reported in the 1582

1. ii-jiong those who suggested such motives_were rr>ionas 
Cooper, i'c/stery of witchcraft (16i7)fP»57; ^n 
Select vases , p • 51 •

2. •'-dy, Oandle« p7;.ll^,l-9»
3. ^ifford, Discourse, 3r;rs. £3-04,12. 
4-. ^tearne, ^onf ir- nation, ^



TABL& 16; ^lleged motives of witcbon tried at the Assizes

Name of
Ac c us eel « Alleged Tsotive Sjg« ref«

Ursle;/ Aeup was refused miraing of a child Av
was refused a promised payment A2 
was refused a loan of 'scouring sand 1 A3 
had been called 'whore 1 and other

names B2
was physically attacked

Joan i'echey a food dole given to her not of
sufficient quality

Alice Newnan was refused llM.for --:er nick husband A7
Elizabeth was cursed, maligned, and her cattle B6V
Beijjjet Closed, tier svrine bec.it en a^id pitcUforkod B7

Elizabetii her daughter, a servant, threatened 
Kwstace her geese driven off a neighbour's

land and hurt
Cicely belles v/as denied rnault at the price she wanted Od

her cattle hunted off a neighbour's lairi.J8 
was refused the nursing of a child B8

Alice Hunt was denied a piece of pork
Alice Iianfield a thatcher refused to work for iier

was refused a 'MOSS of rdlk* 
v/as denied 'cuixles* D6 

a *;;;reen place 1 in front of her house 
made muddy 3)7

Ilar[;arot was denied '••Jotlestjood' E2V
was donied mutton 

-ierd was not o 'fared oufricient oUKort at
church coirt E6 

bough she placed over noiddy patch
removed £7 

it was iuplied that she would iieep a
borrowed dish £8 
money sue had borrowed cLeiaaiided back 2 
a promised pig given to another by victim i.''2 
was accused of stealing ducklings F2
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(Table 16,continued)

Joan Icobinson was denied a Vhayer 1
was denied the 'lire of a pasture -~v 
was denied the use of another 'hayer 1 F6 
was refused tha SLU.O of a pig F7
was refused a cheese F7
was refused a pig #8
was refused psyneat far goods 'at
her own reckoning"; f ^8

The motives ascribed fco witches, listed above, induedlately 

suggest that it was tension between neighbours which led 

to acts of witchcraft. -l T>erson was refused sane suall 

object and in their an,;er r-etaliated b;/ bewitching her 

refuser. '-ftie spliere of neighbourly conduct was not 

merely United to ^ifts, it included all the v/ays in 

which people were linked. i?or example, as we nee in the 

case of Anne iierd above, even an action lil.c x-e -oving a 

piece of wood from a muf*£y patch ni^ht bo construed as 

unneighbourly and lead tt- tension. Another feature conraon 

to all the motives is t1 at i(; was the victlr-i who had 

made an open breach in neighbourly conduct, rather than 

the witch. It was the victim who had reason to feel 

guilty and anxious at having irurned away a neighbour, 

while the suspect r:iir;ht become hated as the a^ent causing 

such a feeling, -i-^he 1582 -rajn.ph.lei; also makes it clear 

that there was often a relationship betv/een the type of 

motive and the ty >e of injury. '?hus wlien a cart which
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was fetchine dung made a ness in front of a suspected 

witcn's vioor it was the care Gaut was later bewitched. 

When a v»oman refused a neighbour some rail.1 : on the excuse

that she had not got enougrx to suckle ner calf, the calf
o 

was soon destroyed by witchcraft."'

I'he pamphlet of 1^82 is in no way exceptional in 

showing tuat witchcraft occurred after neighbours had 

fallen out over tueir nutnal obligations. In 1570 also 

acts of witchcraft were believed to be repaying lack of 

charity on the part of the future victim, ^ne woaaii was 

bewitched after refusing to brin^ aoirie sone sprats from 

the London market for her neighbour, another suffered 

after turning an old woman off a piece of common where 

she used to collect wood. - classic instance of the 

neglected neighbour at neighbourly celebrations also 

occurred on this occasion. •». nan 'having a sheep-shearing 

about that tine, an;l not inviting her (i.e. the witch) 

thereto, beinc &is neighbour, she, as he supposed, 

bewitched two of his sheep'.^ Xh.e pamphlet of 1645 

su^ge^-ts similar tensions. In seven cases the motive 

for an p.ct of witchcraft wag alle :;ed to be the refusal

_gf a loan or a gift of food or money! in one instancg
1. l>->2 >'i-• :Ulet f oi.j. .^A
2. 15&2 - ;ilet, s±<j*~<2 . Other examples in the saue

pamphlet re on yi^s.--1 f ^6 , ^'7 • 
3« ^ase 120^-; a continontal parallel, of a v;on,an neglected

at a weddiiik,is described in iieury --ore, -«-n - 
t >thei^ii (1655),p. 173.



victim refused to pay back a 2d loan; in another 

the viarfcji* slaundered the suspect; once ttie witch 

vrac refused cren.it at a siio ; ; ainu i.rent away luumbling; 

another time a woman's daughter jj-efused t - fetch wood 

for her nether and was bewitched. -here were two cases 

ol the beating of the children of su . ; >osed witches by a 

neighbour leading to witchcraft in retaliation, one 

woman was angry at the impressment of her .^.^and as a 

soldier. On two occasions a ->ernon vms filled with rage 

at being evicted fron hor iiQuse. et. iled ecclesiastical 

depositions in l^G'-J- give further exaaplec of the type of 

quarrel that led to accusatiui.j. i'tci- :i ocraabble over 

the ri^ht to work, a woman open!,-- accused -.nother of lying 

and being a witch; the accuser subsequently suffered. 

On another occasion a victiu lost tvjo ^igs nystoriously, 

ooon after deiiandiii^; bac^r. a loan of 6s.Sd. Most curious 

of all, a witch was suspected of liilliiir; a laab by witch­ 

craft; on visiting a neighbour she had found the larab 

being fed with white bread and mill: and had yelled 'must 

yt be fed w(i)tli the :aete of c^ildre^e*: the lamb died 

the next day. In the first case it was the victim who 

called the other a liar and witch, in the second it was 

the vie tin who broke off a relationship by deraanding her 

loan back, in the third it wnn t<«e victim who was 

offending against the ethics of a subsistance economy
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by feeding anii^ials on food suitable for children.

'ifre relative importance of disputes between neighbours

and between kin is of such crucial interest in an analysis

of xjssex prosecutions that one .>ra table is included

to demonstrate the area and objects or disputes.

Aliis is based on the pamphlets or 1566, '1579 »

and 1539 and the depositions of 1564.

TABLI] 17: T/pen of dispute loaciirr; to i/ikchcraft 
prosecutions in ^

Kiiisl lip r ~ ̂  ^ oi on ships : 
Husband- ....... i (unspecified quarrelo(2) , sexual

jealousy(l) , broken marriage contract(l) 
^tep-fatlier-atep-child. . .1 (over inlieritance) 
Grandmother-grandchild •.! (ubli^-ition to collect wood)

--"otal: 6
Neighbourly relationsliips : 

; object of dispute; 
Food/drink ....... 12

Loney ............ 8
Implements ....... 4
Urispecified loans 3 
Bo undai-i es/land . . 4- 
Children ......... 3

wbligations, to speak to ...... 1
to support at law . 1
not to attack bj uord
or deed ........... 6

Privilege of , spinning ...... 1
nursing child ..... 1 "Total i 43

1. ^ase 361.



Thus we see that in trie limited evidence available, 

quarrels over ^i-f^5 aad loans of food and, tj a le.1 ser 

extent, money and iuple Merits, precipitated the majority 

of the witchcraft attac .73. -he actual object of the 

dispute, the loan of an implement, or the demand that 

money should be returned, were .uerely tlie final stage 

in the severing; of a relations aip. >luch lore was at 

stake than the particular article or privilege; in 

effect it was the total relationship between two 

neighbours. Viewed in this way, trie enormous emotion

generated by an a parently sirnnle act like asking for 

a few pennies to be rebumed becomes understandable.

1. 'J^he proble;;is or interpreting, ter^sions behind acts 
of vritchcraft are discuooed more fully in chapter 
below.
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Witchcraft prosecutions and illness in

It has frequently been suggested that witchcraft 

prosecutions merely reflected the high incidence of 

illness and the lack of medical knov/ledge in sixteenth 

and seventeenth century ^n^larid. '-finis explanation 

cannot, by itself, account for the growth of accusations 

in -i-ssex after 1^60 or their decline after 1650. To do 

so it would have to show either that illness bocane 

worse in some way -ifter 15>6Q and declined rapidly in 

the early seventeenth century, or that medical ignorance 

grew in the early sixteenth century irfiile knowledge of 

the cause of various diseases &rew rapidly a hundred 

years later. finally, it might be argued that a 

combination of these two factors made the period between 

1D60-1G50 peculiar. All that can bo said is that such

changes in illness or in remedies have not been demon-
2strated at the village level. Until they are, such

an explanation seems unhelpful* Without denying that 

frequent and incurable illness may have been an essential 

background to witchcraft beliefs, it does not seem that 

changes in beliefs can be explained merely by reference

to the laedical conditions and changes of the period. ____ 
1. tfor instance by kit tredKe « * • itohcraf t , p • 5 • amonp; nodern

writers, and *Mly, Handle, pp. 10 ̂-4, among contemporaries.
2. It could plausibly be argued, indeed that overcrowding

worsened health in the later l?th century, ao su^;; ;e:.ji;ed in 
-..G.Hoskins, Provincial ^n; qand(l9G4) ,ij.



An examination of the actual types of illness which

were blamed on witches in -^ssex provides further evidence

on this problem.

There is little doubt that much illness and many 

deaths were explained without reference to witches in 

sixteenth century Aosex. ?nis can be demonstrated by 

comparing knoxm cases of witchcraft suspicions with all 

the illness and death in the three sample villages, a/ven 

allowing for the fact that the known suspicions only 

represent a quarter or less of actual fears, theoB is 

a huge gap between the total number of accidents, and 

the number of witchcraft explanations. i'he two witches 

in Little Baddow were believed to have killed three 

people and injured another two. *.s a proportion of 

all death and illness in the village over forty years 

this was very small. Between 1560-1599« the parish 

register records the deaths of one hundred and seventy- 

five people. In Boreham, witches were accused of killing 

one child, making another nicin languish, destroying a 

horse worth CC3» and four hogs valued^; 26s. and Bd. 

"There is no record of animal illness in parish sources, 

but the one death they were blamed for can be coupared 

to the three -'undred and fifty-one recorded in the parish 

1. This point is demonstrated on p.94 above.
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register for the period 1560-1599. Lack of parish 

registers makes such a comparison impossible for 

Hatfield Peverel. Yet a useful comparison can be 

made for that village by using the information, recorded 

by the coroners, on sudden deaths. In 1562 a labourer 

fell down and broke his leg and subsequently died; 

the verdict was 'dsath by misfortune 1 . '-The same 

verdict was returned in 1570, a year sandwiched between 

two series of witchcraft prosecutions, when a servant

of "illiam lligham, another of frhose servants was be-
p witched nine years later, " fell from tlie pear tree in

5which he was climbing and immediately died. another

explanation was given for the death of Richard ihike, 

possibly a relation of the witch Agnes Duke. He was 

Judged to have died 'ex visitacione diviiia 1 , in other 

words, of plague. These inquisitions were held before 

leading villagers, most, if not all, of whom must have 

been aware that witchcraft was a possible explanation of 

an accident. Yet there is no sugp;estlon that they 

believed witchcraft to have been involved, i^he same was 

true in Boreham. Verdicts of death 'by misfortune* were 

returned on the bodies of two youn(j; men who were squashed 

to death by a landslide, and, in 1531, on the body of

2. 1579 Pamphlet, sig. Av.
3. P.H.O., K.B.9,623 f m.234.
4. P.K.O., K.^. 9,662, m. 172.
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i 
another inhabitant who fell into a strean and drowned.*

Analysis of the -r^sex coroner's inquests for the sample 

years 1580-9 £ives the impression that, concurrently 

with the years of fiercest prosecution, many people died 

sudden deaths which were not blamed on witches. Some 

forty-three people in all are na:ed, their cause of 

death varying from drowning to being squashed by 

collapsing buildings or trees. None of then have been 

traced as supposed victims of witches. It is possible, 

of course, that those most intiuately connected with the 

deceased always attributed the death to the malice of 

witches* In this case a suspicion would remain dormant 

unless it was shared by a large enough croup of villagers. 

It is more likely, however, that there were certain 

types of misfortune which were hardly ever blamed on 

witches. It will also be argued that the explanation 

suggested for illness and death further depended on the 

social relationships of the injured individual.

One type of illness which does not seem to have 

borne any necessary relationship to witchcraft prosecutions 

was 'plague 1 , using that word t:> cover the variety of

epidemic diseases prevalent in tlie period, -ftiis ne-::ttive
*• Idem.^60S.m.129 and 656.m.155.
2. Ideu*, files 650-674-; only deaths 'by misfortune 1 are 

counted here.



conclusion can be seen at both the count;/ and village 

level. i*he worst years for plague in -ssex during our

period were 1597-1599; these were not exceptional for
T

the number of prosecutions. i<or do individual villages 

show a coincidence. At Great Clacton there was high

mortality, in 1561-2, 1570-1, 1587-9 and 16O2; the only
2known witchcraft prosecution occurred in 1593* 

only prosecution recorded for the town of ~affror< Waldan 

occurred in 1594-. -^t first sight the two indictments 

against one person in that year might be seen as 

connected to the plague of the previous year. In fact, 

they illustrate clearly how it was not plague deaths 

which were -blamed on witches. Although ninety-seven 

deaths had occurred during the previous year, almost 

twice t-ie yearly average, A^nes Bett was accused of 

bewitching a man in 1591 and a calf in 159? • llhere 

are no reasons for believing that the 1530's, the worst 

years for £ssex witchcraft prosecutions, were parti­ 

cularly plague-ridden, nor that 1645, the year of 

exceptional prosecutions in the seventeenth century, v/ag 

an epidenic year. The three sample villages show the

1. 3ee Diagrmml. I am indebted to Mr Paul ^lack of Balliol 
College, Oxford for the following details concerning plague 
in ussex taken fron his forthcoiiing Oxford ^.i-ftil. thesis 
'flague in ^n^land,

2. Case 367.
5. Cases 587-333.
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same absence of connection between years of high, 

mortality and accusations: for instance, in Little 

Baddow, the actual year in which prosecutions took 

place, 1570, saw a high number of deaths, twelve in 

all, but tliere wore equally high numbers in 1^66, 

and 1602 and no prosecutions. '£he actual deaths blamed 

on those prosecuted in 1570 were supposed to have 

occurred in 156C> and 1569, neither of them noted for 

particularly high death rates.

Infant mortality "ias another phenomenon which does 

not seem to have been directly related to prosecutions. 

Analysis of the age of victims of witchcraft has already 

shown that only nine of the three hundred and forty-one 

victims recorded in ^ssize indictments were children of 

under a year old. ifor do nidwives seem to have been 

important in ^asex prosecutions, except as searchers for 

the mark of the witch. iJo suspected witches in ^asex 

are known to have been inidi^ives, nor is there any

counterpart to continental feax's that midwives killed
2the delivered babies with lon& pins.

Some indication of the types of suffering caused to 

huiaan beings con be gained frou. the ^ssize indictments, 

where the date of both the beginning; and end of a supposed

act of witchcraft were recorded. I1he length of time____
1. ^ee p. 218 above for a more detailed analysis of 

victims ages.
2. Until an authoritative list of -^jsex inidv/ives is

available the lack 01' connection between midwife and 
witch must remain tentative.
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recorded in this source is analysed below.

.^: Duration of illness ascribed uo v/itohes in
Assize indictments, 1S60-1G30.

Length 01 time Illneas Illness leading to death
Immediate - 17
1-7 days 5 38
8-30 days 7 4-3
1-3 months 10 70
4-11 months 4 33
1-3 years 6 13
over 3 years 1 -
1 languished' 50 -
'l:-ned' 10

It is apparent that it was not immediate, sudden, deaths 

which were most coiiimonly attributed to withcraft. 

father it was a death in wnich the deceased had lingered 

in illness foi? between a week and three months. -?he 

saiue lingering nature of illness attributed to witches 

is apparent in the larn;e number who 'languished 1 and 

were 'lamed 1 without a specific terri being set tj their 

misfortune, ^hey v;ere x>robably often still suffering 

ivhen tlie suspect was tried; for instance a man was 

stated to be 'lamed in his body and yet is* in 1572.

lingering illnesses are often described in the 

contemporary accounts. Such descriptions enable us to 

see whether it was not only prolonged, but also parti­ 

cularly painful or violent types of illness which were 

ascribed to witchcraft.

'•Phe symptoms of illnesses ascribed to tlio power 

of witchcraft were so diverse that it is clear that 

!• ^ase 56.
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no particular types of disease were always explained 

in tliis manner. In the seven cases where details are 

given in the —3size indictments the injuries were as 

following: a girl was 'made decrepid in her right leg 

and in her ri^ht arri'; another wonan 'became decrepit 

and so regained' ; one man totally lost the sifiht of an 

eye; a boy becane lame, 'both his feet remaining crooked 

and useless'; n woman 'lost the use of the upper part 

of her body'; a person's rivjjht thigh 'did rot off; and 

a man languished 'troubled in his left leg*. 

The symptoms were further elaborated in the pamphlets. 

One child's hands were 'turned where the baches shoulde 

bee, and the backe in the place of the primes', .another 

'appeared to bee in most pitious sort consumed, and

the privie and hinder partes thereof, to be in a moot
2 strange and wonderfull case 1 * One man was hurt in the

back 'whereof bee langulsheth and is greatly payned*; 

a woman, having been kissed by a witc> , 'her upper 

Lippeswelled and was very bj^e, and her eyes much 

Bunked into her head'; another woman 'by many yeares 

past ..... -•-~ inch troubled with straung aches in her 

bones, and otherwise: whereof she consumed by the

1. ^ases 19,559,235,106,346,299,286,in that order. 
2* These two instances, and tne following, are all taken 

from the 1562 Pamphlet as follows,sifss.Av t B,BV, B6,C2,^
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space of two or tiiree years 1 . Ajions other victims 

were a man 'with his mouth drawne awrye, well neere 

uppe to the up >er parts of his cheoke 1 ; a girl who 

was 'stroke . .... at tiie hart, in sucli sort as sliee 

coula not stand, ^ou nor apeake 1 , and a man who was 

likewise 'cast anon^est Bushes, and was in that case 

that hee coulde neyther see, heare, nor spea" a 1 . 

Sometimes, however, the manner of death was not strange; 

it was merely the unexpectedness that cruised wonder. 

A witch being asked 'what she thou ;ht oi' the sodaine 

death of Johnson the Collector, saitU, he was a very 

honest man, and dyed very sodaiiily*. A child a^ed four 

'being in f;ood liking and well, went but out of the 

doores into the yarde, who presently fell downe dead, 

and after by helpe being brought to life, v;he saide 

childe was in a pitious case, and so died presently*. 

other pamphlets and depositions show a siinilar

variety of symptoms: loss of the use of linos, inability 

to keep .'own food, swelling of the body. ^'hus the 

malice of a witch migat be used to explain a ;/ide range 

of illnesses afflictinp; ail parts of the body. It is 

difficult to show that it was particularly associated

With any major type of disease. ____________________
1. All three instances come from the 1579 -tamphlet, sit;s. 

Bii,Av , Aviii . Other symptoms vee described in detail 
in case 1207. L'hey varied from menstrual disorder 
to tooth-ache.



ertion that witc rt act ions were 

not connected with any specific diseases contradicts 

the opinion of ?\ nurber OA i^iu^i-B of th^ sixteenth 1 

seventeenth oenturieu. *''~<tthew Hopkins suggested that

witcuea were blamed for ',, ... disease, (as by experience
•» 

I have found) as *luri;jie« I/^at ^_e.'^ while

Gifford a?.- 1 that it was lingering sdcknesa taut
p provoked auar)icioiiB."" Both kinds have been shown in

the -c-ysex evidence, -ven aore emphasis was laid on tuo 

atrtui^e and inexplicaule nuoui'e of the disease, i-erkins 

argued t-^at incliaaters proctu/ed '.-/jrange passions and
ji+

torments in mens bodies', v and children iwj were *visited 

^fith diseases that vex btionx strangelie; as apoplexies, 

epilepsies, convulsions, aot fevero, i/oa-iey, ,c.' were 

8U3T>ect;ad to b© bewitc'i.ed v cot remarked. r 'Sue strangeness 

was indeed strouaed in some ^ssex o ^JL ,, for example a 

little child '£011 so gtrauu&ely sick^ at* for the space 

of a «eeice, as no bodie tkou^iit it would livo 1 .*^ ->n tlie 

other hand, the illnea^, for excua^le in ;,ae oaae where a 

woaan was believed to aavo caused a 'bludye fluxo 1 , were 

not always unusual* ' ^or were all coses of strange 

illness attributed to the power of witches: when a woraan

1. .opkins, ^^.jyery* p. GO

5. ^erki/ia, ad -rt»
4. -cot, ^ ^., p.
5. 1579 • , sig.
6.
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suffered from a 'disease called the mother 1 for six 

/ears, in Boreham, she did not blai"9 witches. L*or did 

Hugo Sill of idttle liaddov; who explained his absence 

from church by S'^zLn^ that 'by ruuson he .;ic.the bene 

visited by the hande of god w(i)th -;reute palnu in one 

of his knees' he was unable bo *r>tur:aefor the space of 

viii or ix weeks' . 1?hiis Gaul* was going too for when he 

stated that 'every disease whereof they neither under­ 

stand the '^ause, nor are acquainted with tho

must bee suspected for witchcraft'.
~* 

pointed out,^ -vriLtchcraft was only suspected, if fche

victiri had previously quarrelled with someone. It v/as 

the social relationship of the victivM rather than the 

painful or inexplicable nature of the illness, that 

determined a person's reaction to nisfortuiie. This 

interpretation exx>lains why witches were beamed for 

such a variety of evils,fro;^ burninpj barns and Icnocking 

down trees, to making lee:s crooked and causing heart- 

attacks. In accounting for the growth and decline of 

witchcraft fears, therefore, the prooloLi is not to prove 

that there was more sickness in the lut;e sixteenth century 

than earlier, and tnat both conditions arid knowledge of

1. £at.O.,D/AL<yi,fol.26V find .-
2. Gaule, ^elcct ^-.;.es, p.85.
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the scientific basis of illness improved, suddenly, in 

the middle or tho seventeenth century, l-atlier, it is 

to show that the social .relationships which determine 

the way in w:..ich people reo.ct to misfortune chafed.

A final illustration that witchcraft prosecutions 

did not nerely arise out of a combination of violent 

illness and lack of medical knowledge Is tue reaction to 

hysterical outbreaks, the 'apoplexies, epilepsies, 

convulsions, hot fevers 1 listed by -e^inalcL ^cot. 

2ssex records describe over twenty cases of insanity; 

for instance a mam was noted in the ^reat ^og&eshall 

parish register as dyin^; 'oodair.lye upp^^O an apoplexie 1 . 

Yet none of these have been related to witchcraft prose- 

cut ions. On the other hand, as we have see..M the vast 

majority of the injuries "biased on witches were either 

to aniiaals, dairy products, or physical illao^s to hniiViJiS. 

Thoro is only a very slight connection, jL,. ,v.,a., betvjcen 

mental derangement and witchcraft balief^. .*he oiily 

poference in the paj.-2piilet3 to such an injury was in 1579 

when a woiaan 'fell distraught of her wittes* after seeing 

a witch's fajoiliar. Georrje --ifford, c. sensitive obsei^ver,

1. ii.H.O. ,D/P,36/1/1. x-ost of tlie other cases occur in
court records, .for example, a coroiior's innuest returned 
a verdict of 'uisfortune* on a victiiu uf 'fulling sickness 1 
or epilepsy (P.ii.O., L.B.9,£58,rru402).

2. 1579 Pamphlet, si$- Aviv .



made little connection between mental breakdown arid

witchcraft. £here are, it is true, three cases where
P 

the victim suffered convulsive fits, and there is a

particularly extraordinary case where a man 'crowed
2

like a Oock, barked like a tfogge, sun£ times, mid groaned'.

Yet these were a very small proportion ox all the 

injuries. Nor does the &ssex evidence suggest that 

diabolic possession, that is the belief that the 

contortions of the victin were caused by the Devil being 

inside the afflicted person, was at all common in

Xhe only prosecution recorded in the legal records was
4. 

discovered to be a fraud, although there may have been

one or more cases of a more serious nature around the 

year 1600 to which there are several literary references 

Neither these, nor a description of another fraudulent 

c.nse in the 1650 *s at Braintree, have survived as 

prosecutions. In fact, the only detailed description of 

a case of possession in ^-ssex is of one that occurred in
o

1700.' Only in this case, and in :.;he fraudulent possession 

of 1621, do we know of attempts to exorcize the devil. ____

1. He briefly discussed exorcism and diabolic possession 
in his Dialogue, sig.I2 .

2. 1579 Pamphlet, sig.Aviii; c< se 361; case 1162.
3. 164-5 Pamphlet, T3.J1.
4. Case 1183.
5» Oase 1205; KJorden, A Briefe Oiscourso of a Disease 

Palled the 'iiffocation of the Ilother C1603) >T).17; John 
^wan» A j?rue and Briefe Report of i^ary Glovers Vexation(1603;, p. 70. ————————— 

6. Ady, Candle, p. 79.
7» "illiart Clark, True ^elation of one ^-rs Jane ;'arrcr t n of 

otebbin in ^;sex, beinp: po>3sesa'd with the



Thus -Bssex^ttchcraft prosecutions continued without,

as far as we can tell, the presence of a band of exorcists

or a series of sensational cases of possession.

A final problem which is of considerable importance 

is the extent to which illness supposedly caused by 

witchcraft was psycho-somatic. It has already been 

suggested that one reason for the success of cunning 

folk was their ability to relate physical illness to

mental strains, their provision of an explanation, not
<* 

only of the physical pain, but^the feelings of hostility

and indecision associated with the witch. *heir clients 

were often cured 'when the parties mind is cheered 1 , and 

this implies that some, at least, of the illness arose 

out of mental instability. Al though there are several

well -documented cases where this process of worry leading
2 to illness seem to be illustrated, it is impossible to

give anything approaching a statistical cmcuer to the 

problem. Perhaps the most conscious connection between 

anxiety and bewitching was given in an ecclesiastical 

presentation where the churchwardens stated that 'Barbara 

Pond falling out with one of her neighbors she sayd it 

had byn better for her she had delt sow(i)th her wherupon 

the woman fell lame p(er)swaded her solf .she was

1. -ee pJ.^5 above.
2. Especially in the 1532 1-anphlet, si?;s. l?2-?3 , 

also Gifford, Dialo;:ue. sic. L3.



bwiched by her the same Barbara Pond ' . let even in 

this case it is impossible to prove tiiat the illness 

was psycho-somatic; it ;aay have merely been an instance 

of the interpretation of future misfortunes being 

influenced by fear of witchex-aft. 2he many injuries to 

the animals, children, and other property of the £>erson 

who had quarrelled with a witch surest that illness 

of a psycho -somatic nature only pla/ed a snail part in 

witchcraft prosecution.

The reaction of physicians to witchcraft prosecutions 

seeras to have been ambivalent. This is illustrated by

Thomas Ady* Probably a licensed physician himself and
2 very sceptical about the power of witches, he harshly

castigates his fellow practitioners, r .uny of whom confirmed
5that their patients were bewitched. In theory, physicians

were to bo consulted before witchcraft prosecutions took
UL

place; but it seems likely that in many cases no doctor

was available. Perhaps the best evidence that medical
un 

practitioners were ̂ likely to provide a bulwark against

witchcraft prosecutions is the fact that nearly a third

1. *ase 1125.
2. A i'hoiaas ^dy of vetliersf ield (the village where 

probably lived, see p. 102 above) was a doctor. (J.ii. 
iiaach. A .Directory of -^n^lish Oountry j-lxysicians* 1603-4- 3 
(1962), p.i?i;.

, Candle « p. 
Bernard, vruide« p. 24-.



of the twenty-throe cunning men whose profession are 

known were either surgeons or physicians, it seems 

hardly surprising that, if a doctor as eiainent as 

Sir Hionias Bpowne endorsed current witchcraft beliefs,

there should be no ^ssex evidence that country practi-
2 tioners opposed prosecutions.

1. -ftiey are described on p.l6o above, -- number of them 
were, however, uiilic-uised*

2. Brov-me's views are outlined in iI»il.Brit y;:;s. Pale Hecate's 
Team (1962), v?p*4-5-46, and -eli^iu Uedici (--veryiaan edn.,
"T55) f PP.34-55.
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-i 16

Witchcraft Prosecutions and

during our period \-/as renowned for its 

radical religious tradition. It may, therefore, be

wondered how far ^3 sex witchcraft prosecutions reflected
1 religious tensions, whether, as some have argued,

witch-hunting was encouraged by Puritanismf and whether 

j*oman Catholics were often the victims of witchcraft 

prosecution. ^t this level a direct connection 

between those involved and interested in witclicraft is 

sought. In a subsequent chapter the broader links 

between religious change and witchcraft beliefs will 

be examined. '^he distinction is between the sociological 

analysis of those known to be involved, and a more 

philosophical analysis of the assumptions upon which 

witchcraft accusations were based.

Superficially, there seons to be iiuch evidence in 

Essex for the ar^u^ent that -Puritanism was a major 

factor in causing; witchcraft prosecutions, ilie two 

periods of most marked iuritan activity, the 1530 *s 

and 16'4-0's, were aiao those of the greatest number of 

prosecutions. Villages such as Hatfiold ieverel wore

the centres of both ^uritaniam and prosecutions.
1. .tf'or example, -u.-^revor Davios, itour oouturiea of -itch 

JJeliefs tl9^7)%passim; Kittred^e, ..Witchcraft. 
Oh.xviii, argues against a co ? meet Ion*



very fact that witchcraft prosecutions were so

coiiiuon in a strongly .mritan country. ^11 these facts
1 suggest a co nection. Closer examination, however,

destroys any such single correlation. U£ the literary 

commentators on ^ssex witchcraft, or those born in 

that county, the majority were both i-uritan and either 

uninterested or sceptical of witc craft. -Cae uxatan 

preacher -<dcbard J^ogers did not mention it in his 

diary: -«*rtuur Wilson, protestant steward, to the arl 

of Warwick, showed unusual scepticism when describing 

a witcii trial. uoorge ^ifford, itiritan preacher at

Maldon, showed both coiipaijsion and. scepticism in his
pworks on witchcraft. vn the other hand, the witch- 

finder Matthew >Iopkina, the most vehement man in ^ssex 

in hla denunciation of witches, cannot be shown to 

have been a . Xirltaii, or particularly interested in
7$

religion at all.-

If ue compare the temporal and geographical 

distribution of witchcraft prosecutions with what we 

know about Puritanism in -^ssex v;e find that there is

little overlappin » ^eferen es in the 1^66 i-amphlet
1. 'iliuo, it has been argued that 'the iiistory of the 

persecution of witches in l&jland ... directly 
parallels the career of the -ui'itans', i-.-alser, 
'lurltanisn as a -^evolutionary Ideology 1 , liintory 
and Theory. iii,1 (1963),p.77.

2. i'uese writ era are diocu^Ljed in Ch.7 above, 
p. 181 above.
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to learning witchcraft lone before, and to sending 

for the 'priest 1 , *u :o t that witchcraft beliefs 

were prevalent well before 1553 mid the return of the 

Karian exiles, -hero w-jre a nuriber of witchcraft 

trials in the early 1.560'* 3 and 1570 's, before .t uritan 

teaching could have thread widely. *or did prosecutions 

end in 1586 ^ifter the crushing of the uritan Classical 

movement by Ui^op ^ylmer; they continued in full force 

well into the 1590 f s. Finally, when the .uritans were 

in power between 1641-1660 prosecutions did nut continue* 

^fter lcyU3 there were no more executi^ny for witchcraft c*7 

Likewise, a couparison of the villages in which prose­ 

cutions tuui* placo and tliu:,o :-iuwn to iiave DGQU tne 

residence ^£ a uritan cleric, shows no more than chance 

overln pin>,. -f the seventy-six towns au villa es 

listed by Dr.Gollinson as, at one tiiae or another durii:y;

the 1570's and 1530 f s, the residence u.f uritun 'iiniotoi'i3,
x 

only twenty-five also pro-Utced witchcraft cases. Less

1. 1566 laiip let, pp.317»322.^urioa;; those present at tiie il>GG 
trial was Dr. vrioniao Uole f hiaself a Parian oxiloU owcourt, 
^epert or ii»a « i . n « 75 lYet the general impression from the 
Pamnhlet is tl at the pro ureo were from below and that 
the jud ;es were curious spectators*

2. uiagrara
« .r, .. • e
of ;J.izabeth I 1 (London Univ. .... -.thesis, 1 .,. ,, .1 < :>5 to 
125^ • ^ly witchcraft prosecutions occurr»ir. v £n year« 
1570-90, that is when a i uritan minister . , possibly 
present, have been counted, i'he proportion ic rou :nly 
enuivaient to that for the whole of



than a dozen ^sex clergy are known to have been 

involved in witchcraft prosecutions, an-:1 , of these, 

only five are witnesses against suspected witches. 

Not only is this a minute fraction oi' the hundreds 

of witnesses named in the pamphlet accounts and indict-

men*, s, ut there is nothing to suggest that ;:hese five
u i 

were rcoi*e ^uritan than their colleajjes. Conbined

with the mild puniohjaents inflicted "by the church courts, 

this fact rules out the possibility that witchcraft 

prosecutions were primarily the work of a persecuting 

clergy. This lack of influence on the part of the 

clergy can further be illustrated from the three sample 

villages.

-s with the whole of .-^se:-:, a first c;lance at the 

three villages seems to bear out a direct correlation 

between i'uritonisu and witchcraft _ro sedition; an 

impression subsequently destroyed by closer analysis. 

tfhile Ilafcfield roveral was well-Jaiown as the

place of a possible conventicle and the hoiae of one of ___
1. Creorge i^atoney, John x<ies, and tfoseph I^cn^e, witnesses in 

the 1G-I-5 trial, are described on p.173 above; -^xles was a 
liiritan, Longe a pluralist and alehouse haunter, ui chard 
iiarrison is described on p. 127 above; there is no evidence 
that either he or <illiaia -^eniiaii, witness in case 1173 
anr? ^octor of ^reenstead from 15v - according to <.eucourt,

2<37« were ^uritaiis. It is
that none of the more extre.-ie Puritans who -.net as t>e 
^edhaia ^lassis Between 15 ̂ '-9 are known to bo directly 
connected with a witchcraft prosecution(,i.(r. Usher (ed), 
•trosbyterian uove-1 tent in tne ^veiKn of .uoen ^lizab 
(1905) ,j.>..),xx3ar-xlviii) ,althou ;h they discusaed the 
subject on one occasion (p. 70).
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the most adamant and persecuted of Elizabethan i-'uritu.ut3,

Thomas ^arew, it was also notorious as i/^e centre of
j\ 

witchcraft prosecutions. -Tie other two vlx^^,,^ ^d

unpreaching ministers in 1 •'">, ^r^ far fewer /ithcraft 

cases.'" Tot lied o. tion haa revealed th;\t 

neither Oarew nor the nie ' his conventicle were 

directly connected wit prow ecu tioiis in .,-jL'Cixoj.a, ^ 

the unp-peachirif: ^'Ibert rmajid of '^o^ham v?as.^ Yet it 

was not nd who iiitro.lvced accu.;ntloaj into the 

village, ''la r>r ^, ' ^und ^Iuc!:n ;ourn9 f one time 

Roman Catholic prient, and vicai» until iv-o?» ^ ;TJ ;?re.r3ent 

during the firct "•v>7»«^-^.n cases. -'iiailarly, in Hatfleld 

- everel proGecationr. -nrred despite constojit c ^es 

of vicar. In fact, it nay possibly be that prosecutions 

occurred partly Jbc _2 of the const^ru c, 0,3 c 

friction between tv/o or the leading villut.o L>:

over the right of presentation. x?.j back, .round to tlireo 
1* On Puritanism in tiatfield JL overall iee >avids,

2. Gilbert ^nnand wns described as 'an alo >U;io haunter- r 
gamester 1 ,o,: anry -toure of Little ^ w as a *., 
Goiaetinie a tailor 1 in a Puritan durvey oi* :u riicte;es
ipade in 1>X, ivids, . . 1^, jj.'j..-.

3. It ia almost certain u.iat r' o f r.^ilbert 1 _,ioned 
in c^se C^ was uilboc't 

; .ev/court» ''
It has been ^.^j^ox^Iy to find trie names of any vicars 

beforel£'34» j"n the twelve years follovin: 1|334- there v/ere 
six different vicars; -ei;court; t ^Q>Jortjriu/i«ii.p«313% 
Sives f jur of thai..;.
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witchcraft prosecutions in 1. 84 was a town where 'the

abuses ..... ;u to be so ^,reat' tuat 'the people could

neither raeete to serve ^od, nor to take ^rder Tor Tovme

hat~cers, the poore crying ou.'i; for iact: of xouu, ana

the people became Grangers one to another 1 . ' i*his ives

a hint of the situation out of wiiich prosecutions

eiierge. let. in the neignbourin^ village of

there were accusations without similar recorded confusion.

At all events, tiie actual personality of t :.o vicar seems

to have been of secondary iinportance: prosecutions were

juade regardless.

Just as there seems no particular connection between 

Luritan ministers and the witc.'icraft accusations, so there 

is no evidence that lay -uritans were especially interested 

in £>rosecuting witches. Very little direct irii'orniation 

can be obtained on tho religions position of those invol­ 

ved in witchcraft trials; one of the few feasible methods
2 is to use the pious formula at the beginning of wills.

1. ijto. transcript of ^hc ec^ii-:le_ r _::.rte ox u -o,,later, 
P«653» in "the j^r.v/illiams^ Library, London.

2. tlie raajority of the wills cou,>c'iiced f i oo-x.^end u,j soul 
into the Hands of Ai^i^iity God and my body to be buried in 
the churchyard of ...'. But some j'j. of the $0 .i3orehard 
wills for the period 1J60-99, and 18, of those from 
Hatfield I everel for the sa:.ie period had a IDT?C extreme 
introduction. This usually spoko at some le igth of boing 
'saved 1 by the 'precious merits and cleat ' )" >h3?ist. 
I4*or example, that of .villiaT i : >rotton 01 .-.oroaan co.^rieuces 
'I co^.end Liy soul to the -J. i ' ty ^od, my naltor and to his 
son iny :edeeraor and to the olj ^hont riy co:ifortor in 
whom and b,y whose death and passion 1 do verily trunt to 
be caved and ray cinn to be for,;iven, ir. tliia :tn j.iy vory 
and true faith and belief (•...K.'J.,!)/ 1



«T froK those who invo! ed the 'precious its 

and deatl:. * of Christ in -iat field - ever el ..-;.-< ^urdha 

there soens to be no more than a random correlation 

between those who prefscert t «lr 'rills i , ir: m 

and t'-e victims an'l acounors in witchcraft 

Kone of the ten mei< in ""Leld evorel w' .o 

particularIT devout ^ills bo^uBn l^oO-lGOw ai^-- rinown
* -^

to b»ve been co:mec'ed with witchcr-ft, ror >re an^r of

thn ten in >3ore.hnn trho c, ; . their wills i ;.'.j

sai'te ier "between 15(70-1600. . :_•» io tr ero an,/ evidence

t'jat fc^-oi^ -'-.o v/'^r»e accused, -viv-r-o ui^i.er -^:.

or heretics,, o^ -urif;odl • ^o?-^ . - wr-n

occ-ssof? witc>-.o3 ii'i ox is known to have be

Catholic* -either the eccleni 1 court

fc'ilch often rave otltot- off^UCGLJ -•;. i,.ic uuou

peuupblet acc^i-nts f which frequently doncriheu the cV«ar-

"cfcer of the accused, ont a cjimectior: witLi ui

Catholicibiii. Althout^. papiats -:o.re - lly

termsd *v;itchos' and even roadia---: whe psal/i.,

'coaiuration 1 , t'lei^e is no conviricirr ovidenco tliat

witcnor-^ft ^•^"'Cutions rr^-ro li'i^ed t-j an a - on

^>\.an vat':0lics._-Ohf- j-_ lets:; : >" _ ^ _j' '"• '•- __ 
1. Ady, Handle »r>« 50 »cn lied - j ,. .t: "* * • o...-. r 'thu .titchea

ot c nn^c ed the tv.-o in a I wa/'' 1,0 1135
il. ..oy t- e.x.Ii a., ; . activity

'wibc-'craft 1 . lie oi* t)ie recr js 11 ! in * ' •; ,

theuis I960) f are Juio'^n fco iiave been )3» Ae
only coniiectiori in the ^ssex ev:« u JL: i who was
~ --d why G!Q failed to say her ; ,x*ayero ^ -



were often church-goers f and John otearne explicitly 

stated that they often seemed 'by their carriage 1 'to

be very religious people, toad would constantly repair to
1 all oermons neer then. 1 Of the t ent;/ accused witches

in the three sample villa ;es, only one was among the 

one hunt red and four people presented at the church

courts for non-atuenclance at church: tiia other nineteen
2 were, presumably, church-goers*

People did not accuse their neighbours of witchcraft 

out of religious fervour. -*s £ifford remarked 'it is no 

godly zeale but furious rage 1 which led to the punishment 

of witches. J i^he atmosphere of fear and hostility within 

which accusations were nurtured has already been described; 

it had little to do in a direct way with particular 

religious creeds, i^or was the assuiied motive of the 

witch, anger at being treated in an unnei<jhbourly manner, 

directly related to religion, even if it was of ethical 

concern. ^itchcraft was treated by the authorities as a 

breach of Christianity; the guilty witch was exhorted to

1. ^tearne, ^oiii'ir-iat i on » u>.39» In c^e ll'/j> a won tol 
how his wife was bewitched after thrusting past 
Abbott who was already seated in church, ^cot, 
Discovery «p« 29 . however ̂ar^jued that v/itches v/ore 
often

2. j^'or tiie cases per village see table ;3 f p. 11J above.
3. Gifford, Discourse t sig. li^-.



confess her sin and ask the forgiveness of God and 

the congregation, whether at the ecclesiastical court 

or the gallows. Yet the impression frou the -s^ex 

evidence is that those vtho brought the accusations 

were mostly uninterested in the sup-posed coiv=ct with 

the Devil, the loor of the accused person's soul, or 

any presumed attack on °hristianity. 'She ^evil never 

appeared as a man in -^ssex before the exceptional trial

of 164-5; when he did appear before then it was usually
2. as a small animal, a cat or a ferret. ?hls was far

from the awful concept ion. of Satan harboured by the 

Puritans, ^s one of Gif.ford's characters asked scornfully 

after a description of a tree-dwell!:;i;^ devil, 'doe you 

thinke -atan lodgeth in an hollow tree? Is hee become so 

lazy, and idle? liath he left off to be as a roaring lionV^ 

In the majority of the descriptions of -^ssex witchcraft 

there was no mention of the Devil at all, or of a supposed

1. Confession at the gallows is described in the 15>66 
^aiapulet, p.324; ft confession at the archdeaconry 
court is quoted on p.£4 above.

2. Elizabeth i'rauncis was told to give her blood to 
"atan who was 'delyverod her in the lykeness of a 
whyte spotted ^atte 1 , IpGG Pamphlet 9 p.317* Jno devil 
appeared to «J"oan ^'rentico 'in the shape and proportion 
of a dunnish colloured ferrit 1 , 1^39 >amphlet,

3. Gifford,
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compact by the witch who thereby exchanged her soul
A

for diabolic power. '^Tie problem of where the power 

of witchcraft originated does not seem to have narticu-
V,j» t*.

larly interested iiissex villagers. 'J-*heir concern was 

to show the link between an^er and accident. Ifor were 

they curious as to the method used in bewitching. i''ew 

accounts described the use of elaborate magical devices 

and there is no sucrestion that witches perverted normal

Christian rituals to gain power or used 'toman Catholic
P practices. Both these might have been expected if

the fear of witchcraft had been li^ed to religious 

tensions. Likewise, it seems probable that the ecclesias­ 

tical. authorities would have examined those presented an 

witches at sono length if they had suspected witchcraft 

to be a brand of heresy, '^liere is little evidence fchat

1. ^ittonp; the few exceptions v/as the testimony oi' a ^Irl 
of 13 that her mother's fayiiliar asked her 'what she 
wolde geve hyii, and she saide a red kocke, then sayde 
hee no, but thou shalt £-;eve ue thy body and sowle* 

x'aiiipUlet, p. 320).
2. In this, as in other ways, i^ssex witchcraft dii'i'ored 

from that described by continental demonolo. ;ists. 
^or the absence of descriptions of the methods or 
by witches, see p. 230 above.



they did so. Indeed, as we have seen, t- = e ^hurch 

authorities were far less severe towards witchcraft 

than the o i'icers of the ^tate.

Witchcraft prosecutions in ^sex carmot be directly 

related to religious tensions through the study of 

particular individuals. Iet f as a liiethod. of explaining 

misfortune -and evil, witchcraft beliefs to some extent 

over.ln.pped wit) religious explanations. '£hus chon&es 

in religious tuout ;ht during the sixteenth and seventeenth 

centuries are of innense importance in miderctaiiding; 

the rise and decline of prosecution, ^n approach to 

the i unense problems involved in tracing intellectual 

changes affectin;; witchcraft prosecutions will be Liade 

in the next chapter.

1* llie only detailed exajdnation before ecclesiastical 
autr o ities is case 361 in IIXS'U -lie references 
to a kneelinij invocation to Ohrist to come arid 
kill her enenies makes the examination of Elizabeth 
Lowys very close to a heresy trial.
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?HAHD£H 17
Witchcraft beliefs as an explanation of suffering^ 

and a means of resolving conflict*

'^hose who sto med against the folly of believing in 

witchcraft stated that nearly every strange or painful 

event was blamed on witches.

Ady complained that,
'seldom hath a nan the hand of God against him in 
his estate, or health of body, or any way, but 
presently he eryeth out of some poor innocent -^ 
Neighbour, that he, or she hath bewitched him. '

Reginald ^cot also remonstrated,

'that fewe or none can (nowadaies)with patience 
indure the hand and correction of ^od. i?or if 
any adversitiie, greefe, sicknesse, losue of children, 
come, cattell, or libertie happen unto them; by 

by they exclaiiae uppon witches'. 2

Analysis of the -^ssex prosecutions, and particularly 

comparison of death and sickness in the sample villa, es 

with known cases of witchcraft, has shown that witchcraft 

vas suggested as a cause of misfortune in only a small 

proportion oC the accidents occurring during our period. 

fl?his poses the proble of why people blamed certain mis­ 

fortunes and not others on witches. Several possibilities 

have already been ruled out. Although there was sonetlLies 

an eiuphaslfc on. the strangeness of an eve^t, for irjistaiic«j f

when a woman was suddenly covered \>j lice wMoh 'were
x 

long, and lean, and not li.'-.e other ^ice*, atran^iiess t in
1. Ad?, Oaiic?le t p
2. r.pot , discover?/ * P • 25 ; see also Gs ul e t j el oc t Of • G e s j p . 8S .
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itself, was not enough to produce a suspicion of v;itch- 

craft. Likewise, vxitches were not rceroly sought when 

there was a gap in contemporary medical Imowledge or when 

a death was particularly sudden, painful or unexpected. 

It is true that individual witchcraft only explained 

particular, as opposed to general, misfortunes. While 

witches, in theory, were believed 'to r-d.se winds and. 

tempests' and cause 'thunder and lightening', the actual 

court prosecutions show that they v/ere 01117 blaned for 

specific damage. Bu>; the variety of the damage bla^od on 

witches, and the inany misfortunes which ware not attributed 

to their power, suggests that there was another, deter­ 

mining, factor. This factor, it will be argued, was the 

relationship betv/eeii witch and victim.

When witchcraft was used as an *explanation 1 of a mis­ 

fortune, this did not necessarily preclude other explanations. 

For analytic purposes, therefore, we need to distinguish 

between natural and supernatural explanation: thus witch­ 

craft was a supernatural cause of an illness, while 

syphilis, for example, was a 'natural* cause. ince 

the interpreters of an accident rai.^ht be seeking to 'explain 1
•T-f

1. £ifford« i)jscQurse«si^ •lf/4- ; >^dy«Jandle. p.l!3« J-^hus there 
seems to have been a direct relationship between/clinensionb 
of the misfortune and the size of the enemy blaned; Ady, 
Candle, p.104, noted that general misfortunes (tempests, 
pTague) were blamed on the larye coirpany of dead witches f 
rather than on specific,living,ones.



a variety of things, the supernatural and natural might 

co-exist. Thus a villager might recognise quite clearly 

the series of events leading up, on the physical side, 

to an accident. He might see that a child died 'because 1 

it fell froiD a chair and broke its neck. 'Because* here 

meant 'how 1 it died, the outward, observable, reasons. 

Explanation was clso needed as to 'why 1 it died. Why 

this child, on this day, died. This would explain to 

an anxious parent why her child, rather than that of a 

neighbour, had died. 'Hius witchcraft could be the 'cause* 

in the sense that it explained the purpose, motive, or 

will, behind an injury, while the 'c-juse 1 , in another 

sense, was a perfectly well understood disease or accident, 

^his distinction me&nt that the same symptoms might be 

interpreted in very different ways depending on the 

attitude of the sufferer. -?he two levels of causation 

were roco^nised by the ^asex witch-finder Matthew ilopkins 

who distinguished between a natural illness and super­ 

natural malice.
f God suf 1'ers the Devill many times tu doe viuch hurt, 
auu. She devill doth play many times tho deluder and 
impostor with these Witches,in persuading thei.i that 
they are the cause of such and such a murder wrought; 
by him with their consents, when and indeed neither 
he nor they had any hand in it t as thus: -; e must needs 
argue, ho is of a lon^ starring... •• and so have fche

1. The clacsic discussion of this distinction is in E.lti. 
JtVans-rritchard.,^itchcraft«^r; clas and ilai^ic. aiaonR- the 
Azaiide (ux±*ord,IC)^?)* especially in part 1, chapter" 4-,
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best skill ^i^icke^ jud.p; ient in Phyj3ioKDO.mi.Q * 
arid knowledge of what disease is reigning or pre­ 
dominant in this or that man's body Omd so for 
catteli too)* ••••as iJLur is ie , IJ.TPQS thtae » ̂ c > '

Devil waits until a person is nearly aead, then 

offers to kill him for his eneny, a witch, it'e dies, find 

ever/one believes that tne witch has done it 'when and 

indeed the disease kills bhe party, not the <dtch, nor 

the Deviil 1 . 1

Hopkins implied that the disaster would have 

happened in any case* Here he was probably more sceptical 

than the majority of the ^soex population, as well as many 

other writers* While they would have agreed that the 

misfortune Bight occur, on occasions, without being 

sent by a witch, yet they stre. sed that it happened 

more often and more horribly because of the will or evil . 

people. jJhis was the opinion of ir Thomas i>rowrie when 

asked for his advice at a witchcraft trial in Iu64, lie 

stated that the witches ana Satan only worked on natural

causes, but such natural causes were exacerbated by
p 

supernatural i.iethods. 1"" This view was echoed by William

Perkins. Hie Jevil, he wrote, was -che principal a&ent 

of evil, but the witch was rightly punished, 'bocauso if

1* Ho pkins . viscovei'y « »D * C39-21 * 'fhia is an almost exact 
paraphrase of r^arnai-d, C^uide , pp • 202-3 « and was, presiun
therefore well-known to the jurymen for whom Bernard vrrote 
and who tried witchcraft cases.

2 . A Try. .1 ol' Witches at .bury ^.•^x^undLt o 11_Jtiu^ 1'enth .-^ay of 
1664 coiitHiried. in A Oollection of ^<re aiid. Curious_ . 

ractn relatinp: to witchcraft, (18:56),p*l6•
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the devill were not stirred up, and provoked by the witch, 

he would never do so nuoh hurt as he doth*. ^ ni).iilar 

view seems to have been held by ~ssex vii n>. Ahey 

were convinced that may aecidents would never have 

happened if there had been no witc't. Glfford expressed 

this popular attitude with clarity.

* man looko no further then unto ye witch: tney fret 
and rage against her: they never looke so high as 
unto ^od: they loo&a not to the cause why ye devil 
hath power over then: they seeko not to appease Gods 
wrath. 3ut they fly upon ye witch J they think if shee 
were not, they should doo well enough: shee is made 
the cause of ail xla^uss & mischief es 1 . 2

thus witchcraft was an explanation which involved the idea 

that i iiin was not random, but caused by the motive or 

will of a person. An event which could, from one angle, 

be seen as the culmination of a series of uncontrollable 

physical circumstances, could, froia another, be examined 

for origins in human or divine ^; loaning*

It is very difficult to estimate what percentage of 

accidents in our period demanded an intorp rotation in terns 

of personal will. It has been suggested that iri a ansall- 

sc;iie, 'faco-to-face' , society where there are few specia­ 

lized relationships and where close personal bundo serve 

•ost aen's intere. fca, 'all events tend to be explained by 

what occurs in those relationships'," Hie isany deaths by

1. Jerkins Daaned *rt ypage 253.
2. Gi f f ord « ' aBcourg? e t oi^;. H3.
3» n^GluoIa::an ? ^uDto-..^ Conflict ir, -frica (Paperb^ick edn., 

Oxford, 1^3J, p.93>.Ihere is a statistical analysis of the 
proportioii of injuries attributed to witches in . 
>-k>roery i?i Its "ocial -etting U'ia cheater,



'misfortune 1 listed, in the ^ssex coroner's inquisitions 

that English society may hav3 already passed

beyond thia stage and people may have accepted that illness 

and death often occurred without purpose* " Yet the

.t;« ci Puritan writers show clearly that j. connection 

between sin and disease, or between suffering and human 

failure, was of ton drawn. £he difference between the 

Purii/aiiB and those they castigated v;as merely in the details 

of the connection, ^nce a person sought to relate an 

injury to personal motivation there were tliree alterna­ 

tives from which to choose. He could either blame himself, 

his neighbours, or God. w'hile those who advocated the 

punishment of witches chose the middle solution, Puritans 

laid stress on the first and last or the three alternatives. 

George Gif ford's complaint was that people would not 

face up to the responsibility of admitting that misfortune 

was their own fault. 'They can by no means see, that 

is provoked by tneir siimes to give the devill such
pInstruments to work withall, but rage against the witch 1 .

Persons thinking themselves bewitched, will find on self-

examination, William Perkins declared, 'that their owne
x 

sinnes are the true and proper causes of these evills*.

1» -Phis probably constitutes a major difference between 
•Sttfcliyh and Zande society i^nence their systems of witchcraft; 
tht Azandc say, 'Denth lias always a cause, and no man dies
without a o'iscu* f according to j'^.l- .l>vr>s-?rit chard, Witch­ 
craft m Oracles and Piagic aiaon^ the Azand e C Qxf o rd , I ()y/

2. Jilford, ^i.- Jo^ue, si^.'i)^-
3« i-erkins, ^.uruned ^rt. p. 230.
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conaaented that f no Inch antw erst can hurt us, but

the only thing that can hart en;y man is sinning against
i 

God 1 ."4" If such an interpretation had been widely

accepted it would have led tu an enormous weight of 

guilt i'or the individual, since all natural roi ̂ fortunes 

would have to be related back to perBOiial fnilure. 

uthers would have been in the position of .talpV Josselin

who blained his own unseasonable chess-playinn; for t?he
o 

death of his infant son, " f£he alternative offered by

the Puritans was based on the story of <Tob and stressed 

patience in the face of tiie testing .and of Go'. This 

mi^ht, hov-rever, face the individual with a contradiction

between a benign and loving ^ather, and ti:e idea of a
3 torturing and crxiel task-master. iioreover, this inter

pretation lacked one ^reat advantage of the other alter­ 

natives, the possibility of counter-action, of taking- 

active steps to avoid future rufferin^ and end present 

misery •

It is arguable that the Catholic Church in England 

before the Reformation provided a more satisfactory 

answer to the problem of explaining suffering. Jat:;olic 

ritual, with itc dramatization of the expulsion of evil,

!• Ady, Candle, p.
2. Ihis point in* Josselin'a diary is cited in W.Notestein,

iah leople on tlie..-^ye of Cplonization (Harper ^orchbook
•dn • f i ew York , 1962 ) , p . 15?
This whole problem of how to reconcile an ideal of God 

and personal suffering is discussed in a stimulating manner
in S.F.Nadal, Nupe Heliginr.



and coi/naunal propitiation of God, way have offered a 

solution to the misfortunes of daily life wr.ich did 

not involve the blame bein^ centred on either the 

individual or his neighbours. Prayers and activities 

offered r>eocie satitu'aotory counter-action in times of 

distress and the hope that their environment might be 

controlled. At the Reformation, IS might be suggested, 

the misfortunes and worries continued, but the whole 

ritual framework designed t; deal with them was destroyed. 

%is hug« topic cannot be dealt with satisfactorily in 

a sociological analysis of prosecutions in one county 

starting in 1560; but -r>sex material does suggest that 

witchcraft beliefs were one method of dealing with 

problems of human sufferin and hence they pose the 

question, how were such problems solved in previous 

centuries?

In the classic instance of witchcraft being used 

e.s an explanation of why a misfortune ha opens, people

suffer an injury first and then look round to see who
1might have bewitched then. individuals are not perman­ 

ently thought of as witches and the incident is soon 

forgotten* In -^soex prosecutions the process seems to 

have been different; once a suspicion had arisen about

1. V\ Zande is interested in witchcraft only as an a&ent 
on definite occasions and in relation to his uv.ii interests, 
and not as a permanent condition of individuals 1 ,writes 
K• K. hlvana-Pritci ia.vd , ^* :\.r, ciic.raf t, '^'rac 1 ec._ '^_ Hj'ij^ic amon.. the 
Azande (Oxford, 1937),p.26.



a certain person .future injuries were blyjrmd on her. 

someone first offended a neighbour, ^id wabseqaeiitly 

suffered. In fact, the linkn were more complicated thai! 

thip. Often it seems, a pei-aon tf^uld not reinenber that 

he had tleniod a neighbour ui^til some tragedy happened. 

Yet thorc ir, littlo doubt that the stress was on the 

motive for tho bewitching, not or< the otrangenoss of the 

injury • What /as being explained, in fact* was the 

feeling between two people, rather than a physical injury f 

when a person felt that he had angered someone* he himself 

felt angry and worried, '£he subsequent hostility could 

be interpreted in the ideology of witchcraft. S-*he victim 

would f :el justified in hating soneone bec^.use she was an 

evil witch and liad injured him physically: her rage was 

felt to be the rage o:? 3 v/ickec! xvoiaan* ^'his interpretation 

also accoMe wit): the conclusion that only certain injuries 

were blacjod on witches and that these rr?:; sf ortunos were 

not necenrarily exceptional in any v/c-ty. It was the social 

context wiiich determined the io-terpretation. A man who 

knew he had deeply offended a neighbour and that she 

had reason to curse hits woull interpret subsequent events 

differently from tlie man who felt no particu?.*ir malice 

tov/ards, or from^ais co-villa/ers. j'ur^rerTiore^ it has 

been arsuwl that it was ofton t.i.>e victim w^o folt the

1. 'I^rc ffrowtfi or susoicions and allocation -)f blame is 
on p. 133ff
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hostility and guilt and projected this on to the witch. 

It was only when hatred V/RP kriov;ri to "be prevalent that 

people would feel precarious enough, an^r^ enough f and 

anxious enough to .presc a charge of witoi.crait. Thus 

witchcraft was not just an automatic explanation of all, 

or specific, types of misfortune, Rather t it was a 

combined solution of why a certain painful ovent had 

happened, and why a person felt a certain p-<ir>£ul 

emotion. 3?o both types of uncertainity it proiaised relief,

Witchcraft prosecutions, we have seen, were usually 

between people who knew each other iiitii-lately, that is, 

between village neighbours. I'hey almost always rose from 

quarrels over gifts arid loans in which the victim refused 

the witcii some small f;ift, heard her mutterin; under 

her breath or threatening his, and. subsequently suffered 

soiue .misfortune. It was usually tiie i>erson who had 

done the firsi; v;rong under the old ideals of charity 

who felt himself bewitched. The weight of these old 

ideals, as well as the belief that a moral offence 

would be afflicted by physical punishment, is excellently 

illustrated by l*liomas A

'(tod hath given it as a strict Command to all men to 
relieve tho poor, Lcyit«23«? r>« and in the next chapter 
it followeth, V8rs.l4-,15« v^iogoevei- n.earlqaeth not to

^° r ' ° feQ' i-i C wl Hereof
rei~<3V~lng~ the "po'or is onethe i^ord will send several 

o.. ixnd. _aff 1 action a ̂  and die en ^0.1 n , ^n jhejs* Ra 
i"ti "the "JEapte'r, and "Fiicroforc j-cn should
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3ool<- Into the Scriptures, &nrt search what onus 
bring afflictions from C-odfa uandij, and »ot say 
presently, what old man or uoiuan was ."at^t <vt lay 
duor, that 1 ;aay naad Lin or her for a ..ituhe: yea 
we should rather say, Because I did not relieve
SUC-"1 " j^OOr l.Cul./ Oi..Kxt ».: iJU} liioOl./ lit JuT./ JlOOl', t)Ut
pave him harsh aad biti;er -ivords, therefore ^od hath 
laid tills ^iTliction upon isie, for '^od sait.li,

22• ̂ 3.24. 1 £.Jiliyji.^^Z, ;-.-ay afflict viaoys,and 
le«s t aad. tney at all cry L'jito /ueT I will 
j'^ut; tliGir^crjya, and cc/^ wrath s .all wax hot 

against theeP 1

Physical afflictions wei-e tae piuiichiier.t for social 

deviation and nen *riight well tremble when they heard 

a widow's curwe, backed, ar> it was said to be in, the 

Bible, by ^od's ^,ower. 13at by augeiesting that the 

widow was a witch t;.j.e ^ower of the old a: met ions to 

neighbourly behaviour, especially ouroir.g, *:as broken* 

As My reco^niiaed, an accusation of ,/itchcr^ft v/as a 

clever way of reveraiiii-; the £uilt, of tc-euaoferriiig it 

from t.ae person wiio had felled in hiw aooia.1 obligation 

under the old etundard, to the i/ereon who lia<?. rn.ade him 

fail* Through the meciiariisia of tiie lew, ai.^r tlio informal 

methods of ^ossi^ and village opinion, society was

to support tn.e accuser*

'ii a certain viewpoint, therefore, vitcVcraft 

tjoris may be seen as ',. mear.s of ©ffectJ.ixg a deep 

social change; a chaise from a 'ncig hourly 1 , highly

1. Ady, Oaiiole, t».l>0.
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integrated and mutually interdependent village society, 

to a more individualistic one. Both the zieceBaity and 

dangers of such a change are illustrated by ilioraas 

^ooper when he warned the godly in 101? to forgo indis­ 

criminate a arity and to be especially hard on suopected 

witches, 'to bee straight-handed towards thea^not to 

entertaina thea in our houses, not to relieve them with 

our morsels': not to fear the spiritual coaaeouencu .-.; f t-j 

'use a Jluft.fl.tlaa courage in all our -ictiona« njt to 

feare their our sea* nor seeke for tnoir blea*

the counter— .ctioiis against witches a number nave 

Already been noted that would have the ef teet of severing 

relation ships between neighbours. ie danger was again 

mjihi ill mill by an Elizabethan , Teacher who told hia congre­ 

gation that

9 we stay see how experience* and the very confessions 
of witciios, agree that the li.ei/cifui lenders and givoro 
are pre <erved of ^od, arnl unmerciful usurers and 0 
covetous Habala are vexed and troubled of

Thus witchcraft beliefs provided both the justification 

for severing contact 9 and an explanation of the guilt 

and fear still felt by the individual when he did so; 

he might expect to be repaid on the spiritual plane for 

his lacii of charity t but could be satisfied that tnis 

was witchcraft f and thua evil, rather than pujiiahment

1. Thozaaa ^ooper, Jhe, Hystery of
2. J^Q^w^irawelOt^etc^eg of the ^ufonr>atlon and Kli



for hiG own fthGrtcoBiags. In one sense, 

beliefs c^j b© aeon as a for:a of reaip 

Ouo ueitjhbcur injures another, uofc__ on the physical 

level, oy coi'using a gift, but ^luo, aoro generally, by 

denying the existence of a mutual rela-ci^^auip. 

Mfcfctfe reciprocates on, tv/o levala also, cni^ough a 

attaok v/iiicii is aacoupanied by a malice equivalent u^ 

Itet ot the victim. All this occurred /ithin the 

context of vill-i^o life- wiioro liuere i/o^o i^-enae 

difficulties facing tlioae who v/is^ed co don;/ the oxictenee 

of a neighbourly bond, whriatiaiiity, as we havo 

from ^idy's quotation froa the Bible, tjtill upheld 

values, -'here w,A3 no coda to v/iiich a peruon uiio f 

tho need to cut down or ru-dix-oct his relationships 

could appeal. Yet, through the idion of .-/itchcroft 

prosecutions, the older valueu were unclaruinecl or changed, 

while on the surface 9 they ^oro -i-intuined. •••itclicraft 

prosecutions, therefore, uay have been principally 

JLnportant as a radical fore3 ,;uicii bro^e dov.ii the co .nunal 

pattern inherited frou the medieval period, 

perhaps because they tend to make static atuaies, usually 

stress tha conservative effects of .;itchcrift beliefs* 

argue that sucli beliefs maintain and reinforce



social relationships. A historical study subjec

that prosecutions may just as well be a means of aes- 

troyinc old relationships and ideals.

Yet this explanation leaves many unanswered 

&ome villages were free of witchcraft accusations in 

Essex. Olearly witchcraft accusations were not the 

necessary or only ueciifinisia for dealing witu a conflict 

between an ideal of neighbouriiness and cue practical 

consequences of social and economic cnange. iior does 

it seeia probable tnat disputes between neighbours were 

absent before 1560, or that they ended abruptly iu Lhe 

middle of the seventeenth century. 'Uhis leads us 

directly to the problems surrounding cue rise and decline 

of witchcraft accusations.

1. J?or example* i'iajL'wick arv ,ues t-iat "soroary •A^d vn.tc?.— 
craft caorgQ as conservative social forces; and their 
coasorvativo c^.arjctcr i.: oroujht irtt_- 'jliir^ relief when 
bi^ey operate under conditious of social change*

'; in it a oocial t'cttin.': (^ nc hoster 9 
1965), p.^?
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%§*****§. Jto£. ?.*L3 r*se C^^J?5^,^L^£ Jl: "" pirbse "'•*~" ;Ts.'

after extensive research the factual outlines 

of witchcraft prosecutions are still blurred. It is 

pajftlcularly diificult to assess the number of witchcraft 

prosecutions before 1^60. la Essex * far example, only 

one case has boen discovered before that late. -ven 

tais was 'white witchcraft', blessing a plough. 1 Yet it

is hardly Buri/risiii^ that no cases h«ve uu*u found in 

Assize, uarter ' esslons or ecclesiastical r@coi*d^ > the 

aain sources for prosecutions in the later period, since 

these only survive fron 1560 onwards in -^^ex*'' %e 

probion is in many ways similar for the whole of 3aagland»

£ltLough scattered c i3es of witchcrrft can be discovered
a 

in medieval literature or court records, v it la doubtful

whether atotlstical co-varison will ever be possible 

between the ^lisabethan and earlier periode* i^rinted 

ecoleeiastical records show a considerable number of 

oo r eery oases in the fifteenth arid early sixteenth 

centuries* possibly on a level with those for the period

1. Two . ;o^uaed,at a ^olcheater ^aw Hundred in
1532,of bie . ., , a plougi, C^ss«c ^eview>47 (1933), p. 16?). 

2» In fact fche Uiu*tor -etifeions -K>lly co . ence in 15!30» 
3* t'or exr- 9 there are miscellaneous eases cited in 
^ittrodg;e f j it c! .cr.^f t > ch>2 : ^oteatein.- : itcUcraft%oa«l; 
Iwen l t pp. 1-
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we are studying. V2here are also references in early

2 Privy Council reeasd* and earlier ^soise rolls*

Heverthele«« f the general isrprefision, based on a briof 

examination of printed medieval court recordo t io that 

prosecutions for witchcraft were not widespread*

She picture in clearer after 1S60. In &ssex the 

worst years for suspected witches were from 15VO—1600. 

the severity of the courts was definitely leywaning 

after about 1620. Apart from 16£5f there were no 

ex*eutioas at the A3r;iaee fop thin eou&tgr after 1626* 

Bills of presentaeaat were increasingly often rejected by 

the grand Jury fron 165Q onwardo. Phe last kaonn 

ecclesiastioal court o^ae appeared in 163<3f the last at 

the uarter ^eorttme in 1G649 the last at the -ueiaea 

in 1675. In other parts of ^fegland the prosecutions 

continued in foroe until t?.e beginning of the eighteenth

1. ?or some excxa>>lc3 see Depositions "" otj^er;_-^?*> •., 
tical Ajrooeeditt^s froia the Vourts "of'". J^r_.jjja f"eci* -j,. -*a"ine" 
(Curte^'^c^xi f l;^5} fpp.^,25f^ -.".le^sriea of 
Precedents and ^Proceedings in ^riiajuaal >oa t l-V7>-lG40 
ClS477,~ppT5,7^
Visitat^una in tho --iocege of Liuc^liul^l7*'3_l« cd.-.: U Thompson 
(linca. ^eo»-oc.poQd.ii«19^} > i«xlljc;'i\idQr t ^r^aefited to 
A,r\"oil^ir^.ed. :..rv..-eton— ;atson (102~! ; fpp./ t--r. 
"" ee t for exasiple, ^elect -^.taes bofprt thg 1'!^*^ ^ouncil,

«. ^-N. ^k. •% -^- -T- __ •» _ ^^"^T A < _ _ . *** . _ " "_J _ •W^S^W*"^*^**^""^*^*^ ""!•-•""-- - T^"~ »«*»»^1^*^eci. 1. >.Leada C"^olden -^c. txacv f 
TTJtc:.craft case in a r-^rthu ^ rr-land '-stize roll of

1279 ia described in ^L»redgea>'ltc y ft.u.47. ^he general 
iipcresaiua it that witchcraft was infrequently prosecuted at 
the medieval -sr?iaee; thus thero are no cases in the ^osize 
rolls published by the -elden -'Ocioty (vols«X2ac f liii f lvi l lix; 
or by the Lirtcolnshire Record -ociety (vol3.22 f 36).
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century* In Sssex, as olsewhoro in "r ;land, there 

were informal attacks on suspected witches after prose­ 

cutions had ceased at the courts* ^ld women were thrown 

into ponds by angry aobs f and people burnt t: olr
. 

to prevent them being bewitched**1 But the formal prose­

cutions ended over fifty years before the witchcraft 

repealed in 1736.

attempt an explanation of changes in the intensity 

of witchcraft beliefs is really beyond the scope of this 

thesis since we need to know far riore about earlier beliefs 

and about accusations in other counties before any reason­ 

able account can be given* ±h& following hypotheses*. 

therefore* are at a nuch r.ioro speculative and general 

level than the concluoione in other chapters* £hey are 

merely suggestions as to the way in which one nii^ht 

approach an explanation, ^hey loou forward to work 

that needs to be u&dertakea rather than oack over facts 

eetttblluhed by the ~3t>ox niate^lal. NaverthelesB, 

although they cannot all be Tully documented as yot, all 

the argo&ents to be pr&;»euted seem to fit the -; 

material.

for v:iri&tions over the T<

!• Ie.te cases in the lo-no Circuit are printed in Swen I f 
pp»261-5f and Xioteatein.^ltO^Ovsftf^cb^xiiifdiacu^ftAa tria 
eisew!\ere in ^R^land*
2* A nnnber of instance* cited in H.^. 

Centurios of itch-Beliefs
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was the- legal tre&t^o-t •-•! witchcraft, both in laws 

dULid in the court prccet'tur'G. Altr.ou(:h it could !>e 

forcefully argued that ; out the? law . t witches 

in 15>63 fciiore .ould h'^ve :,eeri few witchcraft; prosecutions v 

a law by itself can.nct { ;onoratc beliefs. It may M 

that where were suxiiy witchcraft ta^aioars fcafore 15€>0 

wliich lay hidden for lac'; of a secular law. 7o do not 

know. But the siuuation at trio sni uJT t}ie r>eri^d shows 

that people need not avail thezufitelveKi of a la r; it 

provides tlia possibility of action, bit n--»'t i;;">.e l^pul^o.

.if t accusations 9 \JQ 'ILITO aaaii, declined 3omQ fi*ty 

s be.ioro the lav; w is rope.iiiod, it loant lu :.iaex.

change in le, v :.il ppocedu-'e ocplaiu this docline.

at witchaa niay havo provided t-ii Indispen- 

sable framework for accus'xti^:iQ, and the court c.'-.^es inay 

have spread and str ,j'icr.3d witchcraft beliefs. In 

this r,ense the Lostitutionalization ->f the punisir:.s-t 

of witches can bo seen as a 'necossary* causa of witch­ 

craft prosecutions, but it is not a 'uufficiest' one.

i;on for cLai^ec was the i; lact: al 

k upon whic v;iwCiior^ft b^liefc v:ero l>r.aod« 

Previous chaptors liavo tended t;o c cue (titrate f in their 

sociolo-'*ic:il arml^'siij, 01* the groups involved in 

accusations rather thc^a on fcUo idoaa i>^. proaecutiona*



Yet, as a belief, it is clear that witchcraft ciiargea 

need tc be understood, ^arti-ll/ at least, as one type 

of idea and not noroly as a tension or e^oti'or?. At 

the vary fiirriplect, theirs cannot be a belief lu witchcraft 

if it ia thought impossible for one huiaan being to harm 

another physically through non-physical means• If, as 

today, there is no general belief in the possibility of 

one person damaging another at a distance merely by 

wishing theia evil, then witchcraft beliefs are without 

foundation. witchcraft beliefs, in fact, pre—suppose a 

world in which the thoughts and words of one person are 

believed to have the rower to damage another* ^'he power 

of cursing and prayer in the middle ages is the best 

illustration that people lived in such a world before 

our period* It has been argued that the power of curses 

was still felt as a sanction during the sixteenth century 

in -kasex. It could be further argued that, among certain 

groups at least, changes occurring durini; the century 

after the information undermined both the intellectual 

and emotional foundation of such an assumption. As the 

gentry became more educated, as their close and multiple 

personal ties v;it! ;. villagers becaiae weakened, the idea

!• Fines for cursing are inst need in G.G • Coulton,liedieval
Hollar.c r -i-^;.,' an^ _''•••• - ' '^/ (u/a^ar -?orchi>ooi: edn^L960Jp. 
Bie biblical Juotii'. o-a.»n for cursing is set out by ^eor 
Herb02*0 It. ^^ie^t t.o_._tjj-e .^oa^lj) (••-vor7T.au udii^l908).p.2
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of interdependence not only on «!*« phyaieal but also

on the npiritual level suffered att^itio . ?aa assumption

that a neighbour's oalice will cause oj; . r r>^^on

pr^^ic barm r,\v Indeed r»e founded cr %?erioA.oe in a 

vrtoe—level village v-.;.ai»e people are inti.lately

eonnected in everyday life and where co-operation and 

tmaaimity is vitally necessary. But during tfie sixteenth 

awl •eventeentb caaturies the combino.tior1 of a less 

eollectiviait rsligionf a -mrkot econony, greater social 

mobility, ancl a ^ro\;lng separation of people through

the foCTuatiori of institutional rather tlian personal ties
2 would have serioua effects of such beliefs, llie g entry «

who formed the juries in us a ex which first 

witchcraft indictments in the 16130* s f ^ay not liave felt 

»o involved with their neigi^ours that tliey feared theaf 

nor have believed that evil ^/ill alone could lead to 

physical harm. In aose strange way the particular 

inter—relationaliip jf nortxl and physical Br>here« had 

bacor-ie aplit. lontilit^ :\nd an^er could be pe3*iitted 

vd.thout leading to disruption. & person could feel 

bitterly about hia aaighbour -/ithout either being accused 

of being a witch» or feelin^j; it necessary to project the 

!• this idea is based on the diooussian in H*Gluokiaan,

">« o -;»0i ,.ir;.j ge ' tiotca
cation, ^or inotince, tho r;rowt;i oi '1 inobility in 
toe ibto aeatacy ^i_,: o well be
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bitterness onto another who he believed to bo bewitching

idlw. "People were far enough apart t so to ;]-e—,, to bo 

able to hftte each other --/itwiout sepercu^Bioiu, on the 

Byst-loal plane. -lie wiy in vhich thin a<;t>*ally happened 

can only be ost,'-.billed aft:r extensive atau*.*. es» of 

attitudes to ^-rayer, cursing, hostility arid si illar topics.

Another obvious factor is the a?noiuit of physical 

suffering in -i society and the njetbods prescribed by 

that society to deal with it* It has alt-eacly been argued 

that the actual amount of physical suffering is not, in 

itself, <i direct c; use of changes in witchcraft beliefs, 

firstly it wou.ld be difficult to show that -ilse-ieo and 

loss increased in rsid-sixtseTith century -t-*?s«x or declined 

in. that county after about 16,50. secondly we hAve seen 

that witchcraft suspicions only occu;-?j?od in certain 

cases of death and illness; that, f-^r ID stance, very few 

witches v:e.rc hlnmed for the death of infants. >or do 

c . ?-3 in medical knowl?d£9 provide a coie^lete explanation 

of chan^ee in beliefs. Chere is little evidence, of 

course, tkat there vs.3 a deterioration In 7>ie<lioal 

knovrl«f%*;e "?n 4*h« early slxrt^-^rth century, nor is there 

evir?e?ice that Juries and. justices knew r^ore about the 

majority of hirmri or snimal illne,?5»e.9 In IGO^ 1?han they 

had done in. 1C wo. ^cclins iii vitchcr^ft beliefs pre­ 

dated th« revolutio^i in '^llr-O ^nowl^lp:e and techniques,
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which only occurred in the nineteenth century.

Another reason why it seems improbable that changes 

in medical knowledge could have had much effect on witch­ 

craft beliefs has already been suggested. 'Dhis is the 

fact that a witchcraft 'explanation 1 could co-exist 

beside a perfectly adequate 'explanation' of how the 

illness occurred. When a person died after a long 

illness his relatives might be aware that he had died of 

a known disease, but mi^ht also seek an explanation of 

why he, rather than another person, had caught this 

disease. In this sense death can never be 'explained* 

by medical science, ^be painful emotions it arouses need 

an 'emotional explanation', that is a series of counter­ 

actions and beliefs v;hich bring relief as well as intellec­ 

tual knowledge* A death is treated like a murder. It 

is not enough to know the weapon, the time and manner of 

death: one must also know the motive behind the killing 

and the identity of the murderer. What really needs to 

be explained, therefore, is why a proportion of deaths in 

villages ceased to be treated as murders. Part

1. As an anthropologist has written: The decline in 
belief in witchcraft and sorcery is not purely a matter of 
extending scientific knowledge - our answer must cover 
the astute Pondo teacher who said to me: "It may be quite 
true that typhus is carried by lice, but who sent the 
infected louse? why did it bite one man and not another?"'. 
PI.Wilson, '"'itch Beliefs and ^ocial Structure 1 , American Jiil 
of Sociolok-y.lvi.no.4- (1951) ,p.
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of the answer nay lie in the nature of suffering and 

loss. Changes in the structure of society during our 

period raay have meant that economic loss, the loss of 

children, death, all became more bearable. This might 

have happened in a number of ways. Future studies of

insurance against the many losses by fire and other
and

accidents, both through economic aid 7 through religiousf\
assurance and social relationships, may show how this 

happened. Yet anyone who reads contemporary diaries, 

for instance the mid-seventeenth century Essex diar./ 

of Ralph Josselin, will be aware that people continued 

to live in a constant state of £>ersonal anxiety about 

possible threats of illness and accident throughout the 

seventeenth century. It could be argued, however, that 

anxiety lessened.

•^nother part of the solution lies in the ideas 

about causation current during our period. To blaiiie a 

witch was to explain misfortune in personal terms. As 

such it competed with other explanations. 3?or analytic 

purposes it could be argued that a person seeking to 

explain misfortune could seek a solution either in terms 

of personal will, that is in the design or scheme of a 

living creature, or in impersonal forces which moved

!• The edited version for the Oonden .Society (3rd ser., 
xv ^1908) omits .aucU of the detailed account of daily 
fears and anxieties of the original (E.R.O., T/B 9(i; 
is a full transcript)..
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either randomly or according to scientific, mechanistic, 

laws. The 'personal* explanation could again be sub­ 

divided into throe, ae we saw in the previous chapter. 

1?he misfortune could be ascribed to ^od, to another 

person, oz» to the individual himself. i*he idea that 

God was puniahing a person waa sometimes an indirect way 

Of saying that an individual's suffering was his own fault, 

but he might also be punished for the sins of the community. 

Hiese explanations can beat be distinguished by lookiii^ 

at the counter-actions which they enjoin. &od requires 

prayer, propitiation and sacrifice, lie raay be placated 

either by the whole community or the individual. 

Explanations in such terms have the advantage of providing 

a set of counter-rituals which may alleviate pain and 

prevent future misfortune. It seems probable however, 

that this type of explanation became less convincing 

after the :efomatioii. It might explain general mis­ 

fortunes to the whole village, but when a specific person 

was injured &od may have sealed too distant and impersonal 

an explanation, ilie effectiveness of a communal propit­ 

iation may have seemed less. £his would lay more stress 

on the other tv/o interpretations.

^here a personalized agent was sought the third 

solution, self-blame, aiay have been the most attractive in
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certain circuiustance3. -'or iaatanco, to blame mis­ 

fortune on one's own sins gives control over accident 

and suffering. Avoidance of sin will lead to a hnppy 

life, ^oth explanations interlink sin and misfortune 

in such a way as to provide an automatic set of sanctions 

in which moral rules are supported by natural events. 

Individuals conform, since any x>ain they suffer is 

interpreted both by them and their neighbours as punish­ 

ment for their nou-conforciity. -ftiis intex^iockiri^ system 

is appropriate for a society where moral rules are 

unchanging.

i*he especial advantage of the middle explanation, in 

which another person is blanud, is t^.at, by breaking 

automatic sanctions against non-conforiaity, It allows 

considerable changes to occur. If a neighbour ic blamed 

for one's udsfortunes there is a double effect. On 

the one hand the sufferer is allowed to escape from the 

circular, automatic, controls of a collective society. 

Although still holding the belief that pain is not random 

and beyond human control, he does not need to examine 

aad modify his own behaviour, but he can blame another. 

On the other hand, he may cut off relations with his 

supposed attacker. Instead of being drawn closer to 

.LIAS fellows through aoknov/1 edging his break with co* i ,iuial 

values, 01* by partaking in a conuaunal ritual to a universal
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God, he can put himself at a distance.

While witchcraft accusations were founded on an 

implicit acceptance of the mystical link between 

individuals in which one person's well-being was 

dependent on the attitude of others, they also helped, 

to differentiate and distance people by ^ivin^ them a 

reason for turning from their neighbours. A.S has 

already been stronced, a witchcraft accusation wae a 

mechanism whereby a person who broke with communal values, 

and who was expecting retaliation for this, could reverse 

the guilt. Instead of accepting ensuing, suffering 

as deserved punishment, he could project the blame on 

to the person who had ostensibly been upholding such 

values. Thus the woman who went round making demands 

on neighbours in ^ssex, and who used traditional sanctions 

such as cursing to enforce them, was the witch. Witch­ 

craft accusations occurred wV-en there was an overlap 

between an old idea that misfortunes were the result of 

personal will, and a new social and economic atmosphere 

in which people wished to adopt new values and models 

of behaviour.

'Ine overlap ended when the explanation of misfortune 

ceased to be sought in personal will. It was a change 

from a view of causation that is personalized to one 

where it is accepted that death and suffering may be the 

result of 'abstract' forces. -Jonetiiaes these abstract



94

forces can be analysed into scientific 'laws 1 . On 

other occasiona they so out to work at randon by 'luck' 

and 'chonce*. In tiiis sense the crucial change in the 

seventeenth century was not the growth of scientific 

knowledge, but the decline of the area where personal­ 

ized explanations in terms of human will were sought* 

It was the growth in the area of 'chance 1 that was 

important. I&IQ history of this growth is clearly beyond 

the scope of this thesis* Its effect, however, may well 

be traced by future research into the attitude of the 

gentry and yeomen towards personal misfortune* It is 

likely that the decline in witchcraft beliefs occurred 

at the same time as a decline in the belief that suffering 

was the result of personal sin or God's punishing hand. 

One final factor needs consideration, ifois is the 

considerable social and economic change occurring during 

our period. Witchcraft prosecutions in ^usex centred on 

the relationship between Middling to rich villa. ;ers and 

their slightly less prosperous and older neighbours. 

These neighbours were usually women, and often widows.

1* The interpretation of nisfortune in persoml terms has 
been extensively studied by anthropologists* In ^eylon t 

1 villagers tend to attribute all misfortune and illness to sin 
writes ^ . II .Leach«I-til * -1lya (^ambridse t l%l),p.56. ^ee also 
V.w.Turner, ^chisia and Continuity in an >ifric*tn «|ociety 
(Manchester,l%zO,pp. 142-3* ;u3 ."-.. I.Pawney put it in -^elfelon 
and the ;JSQ Jf Ca^ltallsn. (Penguin edn.p. 91),^.41,' Much 
that is now meclfinical wac then personal,iiitinate f and direct'.
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It seems, therefore, that as well as t&at of

two other problems were of particular importance In

witchcraft accusations, the first was that of poverty,

the second was that of the old. Neither of these was

narrowly confined in a sixteenth century village. The

problem of 'poverty* , viewed broadly, included ^he

relative wealth of villa rers, their interdependent

labour co-operation, their mutual insurance and help

in periodic economic crises, v.ithin the problem of 'old

age' was included that of the relations between the old

and young in matters of authority, as well as the burden

of old people and the methods of inheritance of possessions.

It coul'l be argued that the significant ch'in^es 

during our period were twofold, firstly it oceas that 

population growth and c 1 ngee in land-ownership created

a group of poorer villagers whose ties to their 

wealthier neighbours becane more tenuous. People increas­ 

ingly had to decide whether to invest their wealth in 

maintaining the old at a decent standard of living, or in 

improvements which would keep thei- abreast o.f tbeir 

yeomen neighbours, ^econdly, it seer.u, that there were

1. I'his process has been described for the Leicestershire 
village of 'igston Ilagna ( w.G.Koskina«Qie Nidland 1 ear.ant
(195?;,Caps.f>-7) and a O.Ttinbridge village 
Canbrid^es) iro unit^CLeic ster !Tniv. ; 
Unfortunately tiiere are as yet no detailed studies of .jisoex 
villages fro tkis ac oct. It is therefore ii -ible to be 
certain whether there were growing class distinctions.
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two stages in the response to such changes. During 

the period between 1560 and about 1650 the informal 

institutions which had dealt vith the old and poor, 

church relief, the manorial organization, neighbourly 

and kinship ties, wore strained, -^uis was the period of 

witchcraft accusationa. People still felt enjoined to 

help and support each other, while also feeling the 

necessity to invest their capital in buying land and 

providing for their children* -i-'he very poor were not 

the problem, iliey could be whipped and sent on their 

way, or hired as labourers. It was the slightly less 

affluent; neighbours or kin who only demanded a little 

help who became an increasing source of anxiety. 'I?o 

refuse them was to brea; a whole web of lon/_" held values.

*"he situation :aa.y have changed in two ways in A-isex 

during the seventeenth century, '-ftie problems of old age 

and poverty ixuiy have lessened with changes in population 

and price trends. J3ut what soexad likely to prove more 

important were alterations In the attitudes and institutions 

for dealing with these problems. Once workhouses had

been established, when it had come a Chrintl.^'n duty to 

abotrain froi.i indiscriminate charity, as soon as there

1. Chese broad generalizations are purely speculative and 
cannot be ' •' !;antiated until deteiled ntnrti.es of tiie 
treatment UJL the poor and old, of kinship and neigi hourly
values, end of many ot:Uer subjects hnve been under*-'' *va. 
2« A change discussed in v>>'fill, uritanlBTq qt Kt ^. ; ^,;V'^ 
(Mercury edn. ,1%;.0 ch.7 on Vvillia; 1 orl ins ari' the . .
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had been a change froa the informal, day-to-day, 

treatment of the poor and old to a .uiore conscious .and 

formal situation, the anxieties may have lessened. 

*lules were laid down and each individual did not need 

to take exceedingly painful choices about Uis priorities. 

rfhe conflict between ideals and behaviour which, it lias 

been argued, la./ behind the witchcraft accusations died 

away. Inhere is little doubt that villagers still believed 

in witchcraft long after indictments ceased coiling to 

the courts. But ouch beliefs ceased to be felt by a 

large enough proportion of the influential villagers to 

be made into foriaal charges. One of the f-cta demonstrated 

in this thesis haa been that witchcraft accusations were 

not raerely the reault of tensions between, two individuals, 

but rather between a group of villac;ez^> and an individual 

suspect. In a situation where witchcraft continued to be 

an explanation of personal misJBorirane, but had ceased to 

represent a wider feeling of loathing on the part of a 

nunber of families who Celt guilty at having denied neigh­ 

bourly help to someone, witchcraft accusations lost 

something of their energy.

In this chapter the microscope has been abandoned 

«uid the tele&cope employed. ^ie rosultir^; ;ifcte:..,/b to 

provide a very c611®1*"! frarAewoi'i.. of probl-ymo for future
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discussion has nec«««itate<! many general!zatiortc and 

Bueh guasswork. The hypotheses are obviously at a 

very tentative starve. Bvery assertion needs qualifi­ 

cation and documentation. It is believed f however, 

that only by lookin : at the witchcraft prosecutions 

in ^ssex in the total intellectual and social background 

of sixteenth and seventeenth century -«rivr);larid will a 

solution to the problem of why they arose and dsclined 

be found.



299

Conclusion; witchcraft prosecutions in a wider

A study of ^8 sex has shown that witchcraft prose­ 

cutions were an important part of village life, -arkina 

wrote that 'witchcraft is a rife and cowuon sinrie in 

these our daies, and very nany are intangled in it' , while

Gaule attached the multitude who 'conclude peremptorily..•••

that witches not or>l^ are, but are in every place, and
P Parish with them*. 3?hese general impressions were

echoed, in i^sex, by aauel's remark in «irford's Dialogue 

that 'there is 9CcUi4ce /any towne or village in all this
X

Bhire 9 but there is one ur two witches at the least in it 1 *' 

A detailed study of all offences prosecuted in fche three 

sample villages showed that witchcraft uas Jiie of the 

most common charges.

* Borne 496 Ascise indictments fur black witohoraft 

linted iu the appendix to this thesis, estimated to be 

less thrin a third of all the suspected actu of witchcraft 

in th. county, support Clifford's testimony. Jf the 42$ 

villa ,es in ^Bsext some 229 are known to have been connected 

with witchcraft px*Gsecutions in one way or another. At 

the peak period of accusations, thirteen per cont of all 

types of case oecurriri^; at the ^ssex <^ssize court concerned 

this offence. Ill this waa merely the surface.

1. Perkinn, a^ff^ed Ay^f p.l
2. Oaule, ^elect vftge.a.
3.
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glimpses afforded by the witchcraft 

pamphlets surest a background of complex and widely 

distributed beliefs about witchcraft behixia the formal 

accusations. Chinning folk an-"? magical counter-action 

atstiinat witches also absorbed auch of the interest and 

time of villagers. It may well be asked whether ^ssax 

was exceptional in all this; whether the majority of the

•kngliah population during this period we.ro living in a 

world of witchcraft and magic, an atmosphere whicu lias 

only escaped the notice of the historian because of ills 

lac. of iu Merest • If Yorkshire in the later nineteenth 

century was saturated in witchcraft beliefs so that it 

was 'difficult to exa^erate t ie dimensions:* of that 

ei.e;jt*Lit of folklore , we may wonder how far thia was true 

in the •arlier period.

Contemporary writers did not coiaiuexit on the fact 

that ^ssex was in any way exceptional in the intensity 

of its prosecutions; for instance -e&inald ^cot drew most 

of his examples of witchcraft fron his native county of 

ita&t* Glffordf alone, rcviarked that, as far as v/itch-

oreft was coucemeci, ^sses was a 'bad countrey, 1 think
p•ven one of the \forst in ^nglatid 1 . i.'ince iie iiad iivod

in thic couK.ty practically all his life, ;\is cpinicn, 

1. J^C.Athintion, Forty Yo^re In ci Ila
v 2. Girford, Dialogue* sig. A4 .
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though interesting, is impressionistic. ~^oent studies 

of the whole of liiglish witchcraft surest that beliefs 

and prosecutions v:cre widespread. In hio second book,

quotes sone eighty-three depositions iuid cjafas^ions. 

of these come froiu -^--sax and seventy-six i'roiu other 

parts of the country. 'I'hese include six froiu oon»er&&t t 

Suffolk 2Jsd London 5 five from lork^Lire and Kent; and tv/o 

or nor© from I\Torthuiaberlund, wornwall 9 !>orset v -; iUiitijQ^don- 

shire, 'taffordr.]iire, Bedfordsl-ire, ^o ^»stershire, 

Middlesex, Leicester^' ire, J-i\ncashire, "iltshire, - orfolk, 

^evon, iler I ford shire and Kortitaia^tonshire. another five 

OOILO singly fror counties. If j-^sex leads here, it is by 

a narrow margin. i>ote&ter L'S study of the whole of iingland 

does not $iv& the iinpression that witchcraft prosecutions 

were localised* ilia 299 placed references in. the appendix

of cases indicate that in witchcraft we are dealing with a
o 

widespread phononenon.*" '.2he list f-iiows dddleaex ([;! cases),

Yorkshire (??) and I^orfoi: (21) to be areaB of apparently 

intense prosecution, v.ith Northumberland (19)t ^ent (16) 

and Wiltshire (15) next; Laacasiiire (I4) f jex (14) f 

Somerset (13) arid Suffolk (11) also have over ten references. 

I'here are thirteen ot:ior counties //ith over foui* ref 

end another fiftaon vfith botv/oe ~ ono ^nd tl^oc. -ha

1. J^i9\i II, in the text; othsr cr-sea axe x>riat<#l in ais 
ao:>endices.

2. ?Toteotoiii, ^rtc .ft,
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county not iaentioned is >.eatruorland* £hese figures have 

been « iven at length because they ^bow that, until inten­ 

sive retie&roVt waa undertaken on - 3 ex le : ;ai records, that 

county did not appear exceptional*

Althougn five 01 the twenty-ei&ht 'Major ^i.;

Irials a 8 eoorded in Jonte*.u/oi-ary Pamphlets '~ were fron

, it iiaa been soov^i that paffiphletij ax-e not an accurate 

indication O:.' tho au^^ber jf ^rosecutioos.*" -ather the 

large jproportioM of ^ooox paap .xlets stre, sea t \e early 

interest in ^saex witclicraft trials, Between 1560-15 )Q 

there wart only six painp.ilota, iu tiiia list f for the whole 

of -^ti^land; four of these caae i'rosi ^ar.ex. - ut of the twenty 

two paiupulcts /hich appealed between 15>(^-i^2, -3aex 

inspired o:ily one* Of t;Iie twenty— seven auijor writers ou

witciicraft listad by the same author! ty» J four had 

connections; ; ^iiiord f ilajpanett, Hopkins, aiid ^xiy f 

although iUirsnetti wi-oto rficen absent from the county*

xt first it was hoped that it would be possible to 

make a statisticni coaparison of wluCLcrai't prosecutions 

in different equities on tUc- ; asis j£ legal records. It 

soon became obvious, /lowever, that records for various 

counties have survived to aucL. aa vne^ual dw jv.e that this 

not X'^slLbl ^lie following coup^risQns f therefore t are

!• A. . >bbiiia>ic: clooedia of Witchcraft &

2. ee p. 83 above.
3- ^vo'Mns, : ncyclo.-ecVia, p*167«
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Merely designed to indicate in a general manner the 

•^nglish background to the i3ss a:: statistics, a^a to stress 

that wherever tiiere are surviving court records of the 

right type, ecclesiastical or secular, there witchcraft 

prosecutions will bo found* 

A £3 c i 2 e r e c o r cl p •

As part of the Home circuit, i&sex witchcraft indict­ 

ments may fairly be coropared to those in the other counties 

comprising that circuit. '£his comparison has, la fact, 

already been made by U.ii.litoen and. hie figures are as follows. 

TABLE 19 1 Witchcraft indictments in the jlomo Circuit* 1360-1700

County

^uesex
Surrey
Hert.fo.Td
Kent
•^s sex

Pers o n s in 1 i o t ed

17
54.
52'

91
2^2
513

In.-lictn&uts

33
71
31

132
473
TOO

•ku^utions

1
5
8
16
82

112

From this, as Ewen remarked, 'a glance leads to the 

immediate conclusion that the belief in witchcraft was 

much more pronounced in ^-ssex. •.... ^he ^nsex indictments 

actually outnumber those of the four counties of Herts,
*9

,^urrey and Sussex combined 1 . 'liiis cannot be even
1. i1ron the table in Hv;eK Ijp.y^: the slight modifications 
to "we*n'e ^3sex figures have net been incorporpted since 
similar changes could probably be made fjo the fijures for 
other co'jntiea.
2. ij^en I.p.100.
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partly explained by the better survival oi' Essex Assize 

rolls, despite Mien's su&^estion to this effect* Within

the Ilo-iue Circuit, ^ssex was exceptional, though other 

counties all had their prosecutions.

Detailed comparisons with other As si z e records cannot 

be iiiude since uo other circuits have ixLizabethau survivals;

only the Palatinates of Durham and Chester have such
2 documents. ^part froii the home Circuit, the Palatinates,

Middlesex, and scattered northern circuit documents, there 

are no surviving indictments for -inland until 1654 when 

they start for the Oxford, .Uorfolit, and -ortherri circuits. 

After that date there weie eighty indie t-.ents in the Home 

circuit, eighteen in the Norfolk, thirty-nine in the 

Northern, four in the oxford. If we are prepared to compare 

the home circuit indictments to the western circuit gaol 

books, which start in 1670, we find that after that date 

there are thirty- three indictments for the Home, and sixty- 

nine references to witc craft in the western circuit.

!• Ewen I t pp» 97 t 99, suggested that -^ssex records, especially 
gaol records, were better preserved than those of the other 
4 counties. But analysis of the files at the l-.ii.O. shows that 
the nu&ber lost per county in the period 1560-1660 was as 
follows Surrey (lost 3>6),&erit (42),^sex (4-3), -ussex (51) » 
Herts (650.
2. i'or Che statistics on which the following account is 
based nee -^'v/en 1, pp. 109-11 l;-vren II, appendices; vwen .;itchcraft 
in the iiorfolk Oircait(ii.p.»L939)passim.l<<or a description of 
the circuits and tbe survival of records see fr.3de to/^Oontents 
of the iaiulic ^ecord office ( 19^3 ) • i • pp • 127-1 3l.-ome further 
Oa^ea iii the *<orthern circuit, 14 sets of recognizances for the 
years 1049-59 were discovered in r. :.:.0. , Assizes 47,14-15-
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Thug, for the only period wheu roourds remain for the 

circuit;, tney jshow a doubled inoidw:>ce when 

ti> u diffe^viiifc tjr,;« OJL* record for tin

circuit. Ic oil, i^wen ad.d0d a little ovex1 45>0
i 

cases from out^iae tae i^osa® circuit." ue g^ie^.sed that

the nuiuber of executions Tor wi^cncrait in -fa^iaiid from 

11^42-1756 would be less than a u,-ousund«'~~ ^n the Home 

counties the average number of persons indicted per 

county between }'^6O-iy06 (if we leave Essex on one iside 

as exceptional; was a little over fifty; i,he number oi 

executions siif^b-tly over £>even per county. HiddVsex, 

with forty—ei^lit pereonft indicted,^supports ti:i« average. 

If tbis is the nurvivo.l from soate eerenty-sevGn uer cent 

of the records, and the tie counties are at all representative 

of England as a whole, v;e mi^ht expect somet in^; like a 

total of twc- tliousand peraons tried duricp; tiie wnole period 

in all the ^sttiee courts, and some three hundred executed. 

&ee& in this fr&lework, -wen's figures for ^s;?ex of 299 

persona indicted and 32 executed, appears exceptional. 

1. Nearly all are printed in eu^jaary forn in the appendices
Of JL.U&1 -ll.

p« -o _ _
J.O.Jeaffreaon (iliddlesex.^o. ec. uo4L-Iv f x^^u-y^; and jJalendar
to JUQ • " ' .G >.oc;).ixi M > QU> -'.J..IG ^a.ra\^.L-.. \L1«*:J ex_n«o«'-/i-7-..../.x- / j i^-vot of tho cases '-ire listed in ^wen II f np. : >dx, 
**• i ox'^deiicri^'iiioii c»i" »;jj(..v ^xc^pClo^a] ^^v.j'ux'e ~* che A- 
recordo soo JB, 9. fiercer, *±he Middlesex ^ounty 

st vi v,l
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let the rest of Snglcuid is far .froia free of prosecutions.

ar» writing in 1017, !..vMl,v ax;.. .ted when 

rhetoric .illy '-^otL not ovary -:;i>i$;o almost

tho Laad f resound of u*ia a*:Ta 

conviction uf uofeorioua ^Itches 1 .

quarter e^sians records a,re e/era laso useful tlian 

oauiieuts for sjtowing the co«;iparcttiv',' <1-siv.3it7 of 

w.ltclior*aft prossoutiorj-jj. I<ot onl/ cin counties 

var/ widfcl/ In the dats 3^.d vx^luiie 3^ tli&ir records, ii 

tiie de^xve© tw wliich tlie^e rocoixls are accessible in 

fona, but -^ssex casea suggest thut over ninet,/ ^.er cent of 

those tried at the ^ i^es did not ai)poar at the cuarter 

sessions. let it 7nr«y still l>e •ci.alr.ad hc^r the seventy-four 

references to witchcraft activity discover?*?, ir. the very 

extensive *v»oex: \Juarter essicns i^cords cu;u^srb to those

of other coimtiea* witchcraft references in records of
2 this court ware found for the follow in£, countier: Lincoln-

aiiire (1) ^ortlianptona^xe Ql; f ••orcer-terai.iro C ; f

iiidin^ of ioricahire (!>.;» ^orfolh C^-, t^ort;. Riding of York-

aiiirc (6; t HottinGhaiashirc- (10), ---oiaorset. (I0 y . llhe only

1. '^aoitias ^oQ^er • ^"act > iyutory ol. ^itclicraf t % ( 161? ) > p • 15 . 
«?. -^Vi.o r»v:c..'borp In l»:'uv''"f>t r T-efov to tli^ number of cases of

raf t«^fa^>' of 'ch 36 c f- yes ai*a prini;oa .:.n "^Le appendices to 
n /I; s'ioe -*>loo i- v,^ ^.?t-er1 ' secor.rV-r;/- v?o.r in the

:
refer one ep urc ^jv?n t?h«re»
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two counties which can, at all .fairly, be compared to 

Essex in their print: od sessions records are Hertfordshire 

and Wiltshire. ri*here are nine Hertfordshire caces after 

1539, including sorue lon;~ depositions. Wiltshire records, 

starting in l.%3» include twenty-three references to 

witchcraft. Again the impression is that -^ssex is 

exceptional: there are more references for tl-iia county 

than for the re&t of England excluding t/i It shire. But 

this iuipresGion Is partly the result of t}io splendid 

survival of Essex records and the fact that they alone have 

been searched in the original. If Sssex, as was the case 

with other counties ? had only been Judged fro, its printed 

Quarter Uossions records, few witch.cru.ft ctisea would have 

been discovered. 

Other secular courts.

A search of Essex "borough records produced a total of 

twenty-five ac used witches. Similar records from other 

counties reuain to be searched in detail, but it seems 

likely that a considerable number of such c^ses were tried 

in them. Wallace ^otestein listed ovor three dozen v/itch- 

craft references in. borough record,? from all over

1. "Pha ilistorical ^ianuacripts ^oiai/iissio.^ ir)tri^^n-;ort t Ao L - 
part iv ̂ riv>i - l ^/ ,P AJ. ̂ 66-513 »printod axtracta froiu - iaex 
3a£3ions rv^cords; yet examinrvtiori of the^e extracts would lead 
oiiv3 to uu,>pose that only 5 cases of witchcraft nr conjuring 
p,>. '4-73 , 476 f r>ll) appeared before the iiasex Justices of the

it.,



308

among them, for instaace, five fro/a Great Yarmouth, four 

from Kind's Ljran f and five froiu Newcastle. 1 In iiis list 

there were only tvvo -^oe^ cades, ^ecu/eh of imprinted 

•^saex iiatcria.1 Jiiuitiplied this by a factor of twelve. If 

this i« a fair sample, v/e ..ii^at expect over four hundred 

MUMfi for the whole of ^nr;land, though it io probable that 

the total will be a ^ood deal less than this, '-gaiii witch­ 

craft prosecution^ c\iie been as a widespread jjhenoiaenon, 

witu i'ssex heitdiiif, tne list.

£he records of the ceutral organs of ^oversiiuont^ we 

have seen, do not Det~;in to suggest the widespread nature 

of v/itchcraft prosocutioiis in --ssex. ^n uhe ^tate Papers, 

domestic there are only two references to -^t;^ex witchcraft

1m the total of more than thirty casey for the whole of
o 

England. c ~ After 1^60 there were twenty-Cive references

to v/itchcrafi; aid conjuring in the Privy Council ^cts f all 

oocuiTin^ before 15B9« Of these twenty~five, £3even were 

iissex references, an exce >tional proportion. All those 

accused in -^t.eex v;ere, however,iueii who had becotiu suspected 

of yorcei'y or coiijurin., ratiier than v;itcl:craft.^

1. i'»uUebtein, v-'itc^ cr^ft, Appendix 0.
?.• '2[ie Qal '• '""^r ->f ^i;ate Pa- r>^n vl»ume^tio i'oi^years Ii;>47-lG60

was BC'X", ... 7 ... st of the .. -reriosr; jiave oeeii collected
ia lioteeteiu, Witchcraft, A,^>dx.C.

The hs&ex esses Lave been discuo^ed on ^.$$79 a'^ove.
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Ecclesiastical courts

In comparing the more than 220 persons in ^ssex 

accused at the ecclesiastical courts of witchcraft, 

black and white, to the rest of the country, the same 

difficulties occur as in a comparison of Assize prose­ 

cutions. '£he survival of records is uneven, the availability 

of printed material varies, the type of record fur each 

area, as well as the comparative size of the population 

of each, differ enormously. x'rinted extr cts from 

Winchester, out; sex, Oxford, Nottingham and Durham 

ecclesiastical court records only yield 21 cases of 

witchcraft. '£he only printed documents which contain a 

reasonable number oT cases are the Churchwardens -^resent­

ments for the archdeaconries of Norwich, Norfolk and
2Suffolk in 1597; v/itchcraft was presented 15 tines.

If we turn to imprinted sources, however, we become 

aware of many more prosecutions. Some 46 cases have been 

either printed or alluded to in the Diocese of lork. 

On the basis of these it was concluded that 'for the laity

it ranks as one of the major offences ..... about on a
•z 

level with scolding and more frequent than drunkenness 1 .
1. -i-'he sources for these cases are asterisked, and the pa£i e 
references to witchcraft cases lven,in the bibliography, 

pp.391~3. Other cases are included in more general works, for 
instance in C.J..L. jxmch Prelate s arid ^'eople of the Lake _ 
CAunties(Kendal,l ,48) , pp. 216, 2^6. 
T. Bishop ttedman's Visitation. li;97»ed. J.F.WilliaiaaCUorfolk

3. J.^.Purvis, J-'udor t arish Documents of the Diocese; of York 
(Cambridge, 194o) , pp.
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A more detailed searcM of the imprinted cases has revealed a 

much larger number of cases, at least 111 between 1361 

and 1637- 1 Of these, ?2 were for 'white' witchcraft, 2

for the ambiguous 'witchcraft and sorcery 1 and only five 

for definitely maleficent witchcraft. ^he largest 

number of ccses occurred in 1590 and 1393 (seventeen in 

each year).

^n impression based on the printed extracts from 

Essex ecclesiastical records would not suggest anything 

exceptional about tlii:j county. Archdeacon Hale, using the

Act Books of the Archdeaconry of Essex, printed seven cases
2for the years l.L;-64-1632. Andrew Clark noted another

7.
nine cases frou.1 the sane source:-^ but a total of sixteen 

is comijletely misleading. A more thorough search of the 

docunonts used by Hale and Clark has revealed over 126 

caaes: more references to witchcraft in one archdeaconry 

than could be gleixned from the printed ecclesiastical 

sources for the rest of -^ri^land. This warns us not to 

trust printed extracts. It also su^ ; jests that, even 

compared to what we know of Yorkshire, Kssex was exceptional. 

In one county there are a good many more cases than those

1. Dr.Philip '^yler of riagdaleri College,Oxford kindly lentfbhe 
writer his abstracts of witchcraft cases: iir K.V.i'homas lias 
found some further cases in the iork Diocesan Archives.
2. William Hale,°eries of Precedents a.'id Proceedings in 
Criminal Causes. 1473-1040(1347).PP.147,14o.137.165.1C3-6. 
219,234.
3. Lincoln Jiocese ^ociruents,1430-1344 t ed.Andrew Clark

-oc ., 1>14),p,,.10J-110.



surviving for the whole of tue ^iocese of York,

general iispression is that -^sex was exceptional 

in the number of prosecutions occurring in all its courts. 

The known cases fron that county almost equal in number 

all cases so far discovered for the whole of 

This can partly be explained by the excellence of the 

Essex records, partly by the fact that original documents 

have been searched, -rinted extracts cive a very meagi'e 

and distorted impression* But these factors cannot 

COT; lotely account for the density of -"ssex prosecutions. 

How far ^ssex was also exceptional in the temporal distri­ 

bution of its cases it is difficult to say. ?h8 early 

date of the ^scex pamphlets us well as the fact that the 

majority of prosecutions liad t alien place before 1600 in 

Essex, whereas the bulk seem to have occurred after that

•date in other counties, does suggest that -^3 sex waa 

earlier. But speculation is hardly justified until a 

detailed study has been made of early ua^rinted records 

In other counties. Again, it seems as if prosecutions 

ended earlier in -ssex than in other parts of iin^land.

#or instance, Essex cases becfpie a trickle after 1660, 

while this was just the time when witchcraft was most

fiercoly prosecuted in wlltsbJjcre and -omerset* _ _ __
1. -tor the transition fron the south and east to the north 
and vest as centres of prosecution after 1GGO see -otestein, 
fcfltohc r f\ f t . DP • 234*»255 and ch.xi pas»iin.
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Iio attempt has been mate %o coapar* £asex and the 

of tae country qualitatively, tnat ia, to see v/hether 

witches in other parta of &igland were believed to act 

on the sans motives, use the same methods, perpetrate 

similar octa, be countered by the sarae tactics* An analysis 

alon^ the lines of this study of those involved in prose­ 

cutions iu other counties, t eir age, BOX, relationships, 

and distribution, rmnt be made before it can be seen 

whether conclusions about the nature of witchcraft in 

-oe ex are applicable elsewhere* An impression derived 

from readiJig wit chc raft caaeo frosi dif fereut parts of the 

country ia that, while details varied considerably, for 

instance no thuds of finding and curing witchcraft, or 

the curses witches were supposed to utter, the basio 

struct ur* of witchcrcuTt beliefs largely conformed to ^ssex; 

that witches were uaually ioi ullo-^ged or old WOMH, often 

of a disagreeable tei.iA>eroi out, who were turned away froa 

the door and retail ritsd b^feuraingf or by sending their

to injux^e their neighbour} that there were a host

of magical counter— actions against witches* including 

resort to a cunning man*

Just as *^es«x lias been treated in isolation from.

!• ihe works of i>'otesteizi and J^w«n,cov8rinf^ the whole of
iJJngland, do not p;lvo the i*aprea«ion liat i/itchcraft was 
basically difjiorent in dii'fei-eiit regions*
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the rest of England, so no attempt has been made to 

compare prosecutions in England with those on tiie 

continent or in Scotland. '2he major fi ures in continental 

witchcraft, for instance, the authors of the Malleus 

Maleficarum, Weyer, Bodin, Cornelius Loos, Del i^io, 

Boguet, and Balthasar Bekker, as well as the general 

outlines of the prosecution of witches have received 

considerable attention elsewhere. -^he methods of 

detecting and trying witches differed from country to 

country and, partly as a result of this, the type of 

person believed to be a witch, the numbers accused, the 

punishments inflicted, and the myths which surrounded 

their activities, differed. Thus ^ssex witches were not 

believed to fly, did not meet for 'oabbats 1 or orgies, 

dance and feast, indulge in sexual pervei'sions. Gii'ford

was forced to cite examples of such activities as turning
o

into animals, and raising storms, from Germany. 

were, in -'ssex, no possessed convents, no financial 

profits to be made fron witch-hunting, no pi'of essional 

inquisitors or celibate clergy. 'Phe slight exception 

occurred, we have seen, when ilatthew Hopkins was active 

in 164-5. During this one year only £ssex prosecutions 

seem to have boriK some resemblance to continental trials.

1. ^'or general accounts of witchcraft in Europe see the 
bibliography, p. 394.
2. Gifford, Dialogue, sigs.
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Just as the ideas varied from country to country, as 

they do from tribe to tribe in contemporary Africa, 

it seems likely that the sociology of those Involved 

varied. Thus in some countries the accused may have 

been frorti the higher classes, been young, far from 

and often aen» Bimilar questions to those asked for 

kssex may be suggested, but the answers will, in all 

likelihood, be different.

witchcraft prosecutions, it has been argued, were 

intimately linked to every other feature of society. 

A sociological analysis has been Bade of soae of these 

links in order to demonstz-ate that it is more fruitful to 

investigate how such an apparently strange set of beliefs 

fitted into the society, rather than to isolate it and 

thereby make it even more extraordinary. Attempts directly 

to correlate prosecutions either in time, area, or perao nel, 

with economic, religious, medical, or social factors have 

only been partially successful. -uei> an approach, as was 

argued in the introduction, does not answer, directly at 

least, the question of why witchcraft prosecutions arose 

and why they declined* #ut the attempt has suggested, 

it is hoped, many new fields of enquiry, ar.-d shown that
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the society of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries 

is as susceptible to sociological analysis as any 

modern housing estate or Pacific island. Certainly 

it has born out Hutchinson's warning that -

f A.s the very Nature of the Subject carries both 
Horror and Difficulty, ]>olite Men, and -reat 
Lovers of .; ase, will turn away their H 
from it with Disdain. 1 1

!• Francis Uutchinson, Historical 
Witchcraft (l?ia). p.vii.
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IV'U. DKKIMlTI(JN:i UF 'iVlTGHCK/'FT 1 .

Recent historians of iiriglish witchcraft have had considerable 
difficulty in their attempts to define the basic terminology. 
Nor is tnetB unanimity amon^ anthropologists. The classic 
distinction between 'witchcraft 1 and 'sorcery 1 in Africa was 
fir^t outlined by Professor i-van s-Pr it chard in the following 
words.

'Azande believe that some people are witches and can injure 
them in virtue of an inherent quality. / witch performs no 
rite, utters no spell, and possesses no medicines. An act 
of v/itclicraft is a psychic act. They believe also that 
sorcerers may do them ill by performing raagic rites with 
bad medicines.'2

The distinction in this passage is between different t.>pes of 
means employed; the end is similar. Both witches ana sorcerers 
injure people. Among trie Azande a person is a witch. '.Yitchcruft 
is an inherent quality, when.as sorcerers act in a certain way. 
LJoroererii are conscious of their activities, whereas pitches, 
whose power is internal, may not be aware that they are witches 
until the^ are accused. Ytfiile the witch is the vehicle i'or a 
power greater than herself, often the unwilling agent of vast 
evil forces, the sorcerer controls the power inherent in certain 
'medicines' or other objects. Although both are driven by 
anti-social feelings, the vvitoh is permanently malicious, having 
inherited her power or been taught it veiy early in life, while 
tha sorcerer is only dangerous at specific tii^es and acquires 
the power oi evil later in life by a more self-conscious 
transmission.

Unfortunately these analytic distinctions have riot always

are pen;-3Unently evil and learn their evil power early in lii'e.3 
Even the Azai.de themselves do not iiave 'witcnes' b;y all these 
criteria: people are not permanently motivated by witchcraft, 
but only on specific occasions.4 There have been other criticisms

1. K.K.Dri,^s.pale Hecate;'s Team(19 32;»p.3» discusses various
definitions and suggests the effects 01 definitional differen- 
-ces auion0 historians. Amon0 others recent discussions those 
of U.L.LV/e'n(Ewen I,pp.21-4 ) jind a.Parrinder, itchcrai't( 1 }elican 
edn. f !95P>;,p ..8-13 are ^iie r?ib^t helpful.

2. E.li.L'vans-Pritchard, itchur. ft.Or: cles and ::a,;ic ai.-onn the
AzandeiJxford,1937 ] ,p.21.

» M.G.I.:ai'v;ick. Sorcery in its Gooial je ttinf :,( Mono he st.-r.T} 65). 
pp.81-2 discusses the inapplicability of the 'witchcraft/ 
sorcery ' distinction in the Gewa setting. 

. 'A Zande is interested in witchcraft onl;y as an agent on
definite occasions' (Kvans-Pr it chard, lit uliraft n;,ion tiic Azande"
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1

of the whole distinction, yet it has been found useful as a 
tool in the analysis of witchcraft beliefs in Tudor and 
Stuart Lssex. "/e may therefore ask to what extent people in 
sixteenth and seventeenth century England distinguished between 
various types of "witchcraft* and hoiv far there were generally 
accepted derinitions.

Examination ol historical material on the basis of the 
distinctions above immediately reveals that there wa.s iiiniiense 
confusion anci variation. There were a number of reasons for 
this. L>oiLe authorities based their definitions ori the works of 
continental demonologists, others on the opinions of country 
folk. Opinions of ivitchcruft changed between 15&)-1&80. 
Attitudes difiered between social and religious groups. One 
illustration O-i the way in which a number of opposing concepts 
were subsumed under the v/ord 'witchcraft 1 occurs in the work 
of the. Kentish squire ,Keglna]d ocot. ' itcncraft 1 , he said, was 
both good and bad in its effects, both inward arid outward in 
its means, at least in the 'estimation o^ the vulgar people*. 

'The effect and end* or witchcraft was 'sometimes evill, as 
when thereby man or beast, .^rasse, trees, or corne,&c; is hurt: 
sometimes good, as whereby sicke folkes are healed. theeves 
bewraied(sicj, and true ruen come to tueir goods, ic . Here we 
see that a person who cured an animal by magical means was, in 
oomnon parlance, a '-vvitch 1 . Likewise, although outward rituals 
and medicines were used, inherent power of a personal kind was 
also needed, '^he matter and instruments, wherewith it is

characters, 
power

any other creature doo pronounce, in ...aner and forme as they 
do, leaving out no circumstance requisite or usuall for that 
action: ^et none is said to have the grace or gift to perforce 
the matter, except she be a witch. *2 A person was a witch and 
a^ so sooted, as a witch.

Other writers did not agree dth Jcot that the 'vulgar 
people* failed to distinguish between t;. pes 01 witchcraft. In 
fact, it was ju^b such a tendency to make such a distinction 
between the 'good* and the 'bad 1 witch that angered John Gaule. 
AS he wrote, in the middle of the seventeenth century,

'According, to the vulgar conceit, distinction is usually made 
betwixt the '.Vhite and the Blacke v.'itch: th« Jood and the 
Bad itcli. 'i'he Bad itch, they are wont to call iii:i. or her,

1. One of the most forcui'ul oi the attacks on T'roi'osoor I :.vans- 
Frit chard's distinction was maue by V.'.V. Turner, ' "itchcrai t 
and sorcery :Taxonoi^y versus Dynatidcs' .Afrioa.xxxiv no. 4

2, ^cot.iJisGQvery . P«3B9»
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that works Malefice or Mischiefe to the Bodies of ;:en or 
beasts: The -ood itch the} count him or her that helps to 
reveale, prevent or remove the some. 1 !

The Vitchcraft btatutes also distinguished between different 
ends. The punishments for attempting to find lost ^oods, for 
instance, were different from those for trying to kill someone 
by witchcraft. let the Stntutes. by including both offences, 
blurred the differences. Thus agood witch 1 in popular 
estimation mi c:ht, theoretically, be executed Just like a 'bad 1 
witch.

There seems to huve been, in fact, a constant stru^ le 
between those who wished to differentiate and those who 
wished to amalgamate. On the one hand there were tho. e who 
wanted to punish equally all those who used 'magical 1 power, 
irrespective 01 their ends, and irrespective of the decree 
of their control over such power. For the in all 'superstition 1 , 
es pecially that ernanatln-; from uome, was ' wit choral't 1 .2 For 
them the words ' ;itch' and 'conjuror 1 were synonyms.3 On the 
other hand there were those who wished to differentiate '^ood 1 
and 'bad 1 witches by their effects, and 'witeues 1 and 'conjurors' 
by their degree or control over their power. The distinction 
by effects v.e have seen illustrated in tho passage by John 
uaule quoted above. The distinction by decree'of control can 
be shown in the words-, of uir Edward Coke.

*A Conjuror is he that by the holy and powerful names of
God invokes ana conjures the Uevill to consult with him,
or to do some act.
A Witch is a person, that hath a conference with the LJevill,
to consult with him 01 to do some act. 1 4 

The conjuror commands, the witch obeys.5
Two conclusions emerge i'rot.i this short discussion of 

definitions o; 'witchcraft .The first is that although anthropol­ 
ogists huve provided some useful analytic distinctions, we 
cannot expect them to apply completely in every society. The 
second is that words like witchcraft* a^u 'conjuring* were 
used in a number of different ways in sixteenth and seventeenth 
century L'n^iaiiu. To avoid confusion, therefore, terms have 
been used as explained on p.11 above and illustrated in figure 1. 
Using 'means 1 and 'ends' as axes^witchoroit combines harmful 
physical ends with internal means; 'white witchcraft 1 combines 
beneficial physical ends v/ith external means; sore- ry lies t 
between the two comuinin.^ harmful ends with external means.

1. Gaul e. o e 1 e c t ^ as o a . p » 30 • "
2. For instance, see Perkins.Darnned Art.p--.. 1^0-1 ̂ 2,167.
3• ^^y,Candle.pp.j3~^ •
4. Edward Coke .Third Part of .the Institutes of Lu;;es or

Si-. J, p. 44.
As Sir ,•'/alter Kalei h. ecnoin- James I, put it (iiistoi^ of 
the oild(1514;,I,xi,6,p.209 J.
oince there are hardly any 'sorcery* casss in this sense in 
Essex, 'sorcery' has, in fact, been used as an alternative 
word to describe 'white v/itciicral't', Hut the analytic 
distinction may be more useful in other counties.
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;BLIOGPA PUT

A.MANUSCRIPT SOURCES. 

1. ESSEX RECORD OFFICE,

The Essex sources are described in F.G.Emmison.Guide to the. 
Essex Record QfficeCColchester. 1946-8j.parts 1,2. Those records 
found most useful for the study of witchcraft prosecutions are 
listed in section (aj below. The sources used for the 
reconstruction of the social background to prosecutions in a 
sample three villages (as described in chapter 8) are grouped 
in section (bj. + against a source not in section (bj Indicates 
that it was also used for the three village study. For 
example, quarter sessions material was useful both as a source 
for witchcraft prosecutions and for Its references to events in 
Hatfield Peverel, Boreham, arid Little Baddov/.

Undoubtedly the most important single source for witchcraft 
accusations are the Act Books of the Essex and ColChester 
Archdeaconry courts. Also of major importance are the quarter 
Sessions records, and i;laldon iiorough records.

(a) V/itcheraft sour ces 0 

Ecclesiastical records:

Archdeaconry of Essex. 
+ Act Books, 1560-1671. 
+ Deposition Books,1576-1630.

Cause Books,1531-1523.
Visitation Books,1565,1614.

Archdeaconry of Colchester, 
-f Act Books, 1510-1666. 
+ Deposition Books,1587-1641.

Cause Books,1588-1623.
Visitation BOOK,1586-8.

Archdeaconry of i,liddlesex,
Acts/Visitations,1662-1630.

Bishop of London's Consistory Court, 
Visitations, 1625—;, 1634-9.

D/AEA/1-44. 
D/AED/1-5,8-10. 
D/AEC/1-8. 
D/AEV/1,5.

D/ACV1-55. 
D/ACD/1-7. 
D/ACC/1-10. 
D/ACV/1.

D/AMV/1-6.

D/ALV/1,2.
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Bishop of London's commissary in Essex and Herts.
D/ABA/1-12. 
D/ABD/1-0.
D/AXD/1-3.

Quarter Sessions records:
+ Rolls, 155 6-1 680. Q/SR/l-m o 

Bundle s,l6lO-l6oO. W/SBa/1-2. 
Order Hooks, 1652-! 680. Q/ SO/1, 2. 
Minute Book, 1632-1643. C/SMg/1-5. 
Estreats of Fine 8,1626-1649. ^SPe/1-4.

Ljaldon Uorough records:
4 Court Books, 1557-1623. D/B/3/1/J3-10. 

Court Papers, 1594-1595. D/B/3/3/65.

Transcripts at the E.F.O.
Essex Ship i.Ione^ ,1^37. T/A/42. 
Diary of Kalph Josselin. T/ 13/9/1.

i/iscellaneous notes on witchcraft - of little TOlue.
An essay on Matthew hopkins. T/P/51/3.
Ducking of witches at Kelvedon. T/P/58.
..itchcraft in the eastern counties. T/Z/11/ 62,79.
Witchcraft at Little Dunmow. T/P/107/1.
;3urial of reputed witch, 1755. D/P/36/1/3.
A colchester witch,1747. D/DHg/4/57.
Notes on ^annin^tree witchcral't. T/P/114/g.
Notes on witchcraft. T/P/156/il.

(bj Sources for the. ..study, of Ilatfield Peverel, 
Borehain. Mnd Little naddow fc l '300-1-303.

As well as the sources listed below, all references in 
other sections of the bibliography with + against them were 
used in the three -village study!

Wills:
Wills for liatfield Peverel and Roreham between 15-^0-l6lO, 
as indexed and listed in ills at Chelmsf or J .1100-1619. 
ed.F.G.Emiii son (Index Library ,7^,

Parish registers:
Boreham register, 1560-! 603. D/P/29/1/1. 
Little Baddow register, 1560-1 603. D/P/35/l/l.
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Boreharn accounts:
Churchwarden's and collectors for 
the poor,1565-1603.

Hatfield Peverel,manorial:
Mu&don Hall,court book,1499-1558.
yugdon Hall,survey,1589.
Bitfield Peverel,court roll,1553-1603.

D/P/29/5.

D/DBd/i/A.
D/DBd/M6/l,2,
D/DBT/MJO.

11. PUBLIC RECORD OFFICE.

Assize records* 
+ Home Circuit Indictments,!559-1o80.

King's Bench: 
+ Ancient Indictments,1560-1&03,1^45-7.

Controliiient Rolls,1582,1647.

Assizes 35/1-121

K.B.9/597-712, 
830-839. 

K.B.29/2l6,296 0

Star Chamber:
Proceedings, James I. St.Ch.8.

(Unfortunately the Elizabethan Star Chamber Proceedings have 
not yet been calendared. / search oi the only 31 bundles 
(3t.Ch.7) which have been calendared, and of 10 ori-inal 
bundles (st.Ch. 5/A.1-9), revealed no cases of witchcraft. 
At present, therefore, it seems unlikely that a search for 
witchcraft cases in tne 972 Elizabethan bundles would repay 
the labour involved. If cases appeal' in the Elizabethan 
records at rou0hly the same intervals as those in the 
Jacobean, v;e could only expect one Iissex case evoiy eighty or 
more bundles. No pre-15^0 oases were discovered in Select 
Cases in Uie btur Chamber Jl 477—1^44. ed . I . G . Le ad am ( LJelden ooc . , 

xvi, xxv, 1903,1911) or in the P.K.Q. Lists and Indexes
(xiii,1901/, which is a calendar or proceedings, 1485-

Exchequer records:
+ Lay Subsidy Rolls, 1524-1 599 E/179/1015-111.

Lcclesiastical records:
(These are on temporary deposit at the P 0 R.O. while awaiting 
transfer to the Guildhall Library.)

^rclideaconr;, of Essex Act ltook,15^1—2. Unoatalo^ued. 
Fragment of Consistory Court of London

Correction Book,1574 «
Consistory Court ( London) Deposition Book,1573-1^ 
Commissary CourtfLondon) Correction )iook,l r)88-1593. 
Consistory Court(London) Correction book, 1^89-1^90. 
CoEordssary Court ̂ London) Correction :.ook,l605. 
Commissary Court(Lonaori) Correction book, 1619-20.

M 
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ill. LOiDON COUUTY RECORD OFFICE.

Certain volumes oi ecclesiastical records were unfit for 
production, as specified below. ,,hen these have been repaired, 
additional cases of Essex witcncraft are almost certain to 
appear.

The series entitled 'Miscellaneous Books comes closest 
to the E.I-.O. 'Act 1 books and is the most useful source for 
the historian of witchcraft.

Consistory Court of the Bishop of London:
Act Books, 1570-73, Vfll-*}* 1526-8. DL/C/8,10,24. 
Assignation Hook, 1-; 38-1S40. DL/C/39* 
Deposition Books,15o6-l625. DL/C/210-2,221-4,

227-91 those for 1586-1611,1617- 
1^20 were unfit for production),

Miscellaneous Books,1533-1683. DL/C/300-328.
(vols. 300,302,307,313 were 
unfit for production).

Personal Answer Book,1617-1620. DL/C/192. 
+ Wills,1547-1627. DL/C/413.

iv. COLCHESTER BOKOUGM RECORDS.(Town Mall, Colchester)«

Colchester borough court:
Sessions rolls,!562-1601. No catalogue mark.

(Only 13/43 years have rolls) 
Sessions rolls,!605-!620. Mo catalogue mark.

(Only 11/15 years have rolls) 
Books of examinations and recognizances, 
1581-1600. 7o,8o.

v. I-KVKYICh BunOU-JH HLCORDS. (Town Hal 1,Barv;ioh>.

tfcxrwich borough court:
ocesions of the Peace,!001-1639. 98A4 » 
&Lscellaneous memoranda and files
of proceedings. 29/4,29/8,29/10,

37/2,65/7,13Vl2.

vi. BODLLiAN LIBKAKX,OXFORD.

Ashrnole 1-lanu scripts:
178,184,185. Figures set by l,lr illiaia Lilly upon

horary questions,volumes I-III(1644-1647j. 
412. Ivlr ixichai'd hapier's Practice-book, 1633 to

1635, continued by Sir Kichard i.upier,
his successor, to Io4l. 

421(fol.l70a). Letter from ;,:athias ,-Viaia to ilichard Napier
in 1621 concerning conjuring books.
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vii. PRINCIPAL PLQBATL KfcGiSTKY. (Somerset liou se,Ht rand, London ; 0

Wills relatin to the parish! oners of Hatfield Peverel and 
Bore ham, 1 560-1 ' 04 .

Vlii. HOUSE 01 LOKDS KKCOiiD OFFICE.

pardon of Essex witches. House of Lords.Main papers,
10 March 1645/6.

ix. DR.'.tLLIAUG 1 LIBKAKY.U4 Gordon Square, London) 

+ The seoonde Parte of a Re^ister.

B. PRIT-ITbD SOURCES >
(The place of publication is London, unless otherwise stated. 
Titles are abbreviated.) 

i. PKlM/Ud SOURCES.

li

a) Contemporary .parmohlots on JTssox witchcraft.
^The contents and accuracy of the pamphlets are discussed 
in chapter six above).

Pamphlet. The Examination and Confession of Certain jytches ^
at Jhensiord in tho Jountie 01 ii.ssex before the
(..u.eens iriaieaties Judr.es. the xxvi da^ of July 
Anno l^ooil^-^; the onl^ copi'" is in the Laiiibeth 
Palace library: it is largely reprinted in 
EV/en I, pp. 3177324 and references in the text 
refer to Even's numbering since the original 
nuinbe rineii is confused).

1579 pamphlet. A Detection of damnable driftes^ practized _by_ !
three, itciies ai'Tai^onod ;it oneliidaforde in \_ _
Essex, at ti;e late Assisesthore holdcn_, _ w_hi_ohe J 
were executed in AprjLll7l'579Tl^79; tlicre is a J 
copy in the British i-iiseuh;, and selections are i : ' ! 
printed in Ev;en 1 1, pp. IV) -
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Ijp82 Pamphlet. A True and Just heoorde oi' the? information...
Imagination and Confession or all one_i tcnes,
t* a-ken at G.Oses in the count ie oi' i-:
abstracts are printed in
tliere is a microfilm copy in the Bodleian Library,
Oxford, Films 3.I.C. ,1014;,by W.V/.

The Apprehension .and_ Confession 01 three 
no torious , i tc.he s«_ /-rre;Uaied and by lust ice
condemned and executed at Chelinesf orde, in the
County e oi' the day oi Iulye,last

1589 Pamphlet

.. >.t, 1^89(1*389; the only copy is in the Lambeth 
Palace library; abstracts are printed in Ewen II, 
pp.l^7~8; there is a microfilm copy in the 
Bodleian Library,Oxford, In Films S.T.G.,952; 0

1645 Pamphlet. A True and Exact Relation of the, Severe:
I.nfoiv-ations. Lxa:,ii.uatiQmi. and Confessions of
the late 'Itches,, j 
11 ;e co an t^ o i ^ s s e; 
coDies and abstract: 
Pp.262~277j.

and executed in
there ai-e several 

are printed in 2wen II,

One other pamphlet relating to Lssex witciicraft exists 
has not been used as a source since it neither adds to our 
information nor seems to be accurate. It is The Full Trials

but

,nd Condeajnation of Four Notorious t the
held at or< on one 01_ _ ____ ./larchC London. 

printed by I.",:'.,no date/. Some of it appears to be based on the 
l64^; Essex pafaphlat, but there are added details. The witches 
Rebecca .vest, ilar^aret Landish, 2usau Cock, mria i ose 1 {allybread 
featured in the Essex trial:-;, but there ia no mention or their 
victims Ob ad i ah Pea>c, Abraham Chad, or ^lln ohenrcroft. l^or 
is tnere urw ' Preston 1 in Lssex. '11 ic pamplileteer states that 
Rebecca .est and Rose Hallybread were burnt at the sta.e and 
*Uyed ver^ Ctubborn* although \ve know from other records that 
Rebecca .eat was reprieved and -^ose iiallybread died in ^aol( 
cases 607,^-8cj. It seems, in fact, ati if trie panphlet was a 
later fabrication based on the Lssex pamphlet of 1^4^ and, 
possibly, on another account frou anotlier county. It is 
difiicult to see why the trial should have been located at 
Vn'orcei.ter.

Conteu.^oi'ig?^ books on law _and >yitohcr_af_t.

A UY, 1'ho ma s, A Candle in. tiie 'J.arK.: 01 , ?• Treatise Concerning
the ~ture 01 -itches and iCchcraft(16*36).

BEXvNAi:D,Uichard, A Guide to Gr;ind July ..'.en(l-27 j.
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CASAUBON,!/eric, 

CLARK,"'illiaai,

Of Credulity and Incredulity in things I\aturd. 
Civil and Divined' 72 J. ~

True Relation 01 one Hrs Jane Farrer's of
Stebbin in Kssex. beirv: posse sn'd with the 
Dev

COKE,Sir Edward, Third Part of the Institutes of the Laws of

s.

En, •.•;

COOPLB,Thomas, 

GOTTA,John,

The Lfrstery of . itchcraf t(lb!7 J,

A Short Discovery, of the Unobserved Punters of. 
Several Sorts pi Ignorant ana .Uriconaiderate 
rractimers of Physicke in

n tt The i'riall of 'Vitch~oraftCl6l6 ;. 

DA LTON , Mi c hae 1 , The CQuntre.v ^JusLice. ( I '> 1 8 ) .

ENGLAND, Church or, Visitation Articles.
(On p»6l above, evidence from a number 01 visitation articles 
for archdeejjpnries within the county or L'ssex was cited. 
These articles are located as follows. I am indebted to the 
respective librarians lor information concerning the 
articles in their possession. The 's.T.C. ' numbers refer 
to the numbers in A ^hort-'i'itle CatalOK'ue of Books Printed 
in ^ri/-;l mid. . »1 17 r3~l :.4Q . Gou\pll ed b.y A . . Pollard and G.H.
Hedy;rave(1926;, or to the additions to the S.T.C. being- 
made under the direction of wilss K. F.pantzer of Harvard 
University. )

S.T.C. number. 
Middlesex Archdeaconry:

1582

Essex Archdeaconry 
IblO

1615
1^3163

10275

10198

Location. 

Bodleian Library,Oxford.

ArchbishoD Marsh's Library,
Dublin.

10193.5 Trinity College, Dublin. 
10199 University Library , Cambridge. 
10199.5 Trinity College,Dublin. 
10201 University Library,Cambridge. 
- Bodleian Library,Oxford.

Colchester Archdeaconry:
lto7 10183.5 Folder Shakespeare Library,

Washington,D.C. 
10189 Archbishop ..iarsh's Library,

Dublin. 
10189.5 Plume Library, t;aldon,Lssex.
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FIU/iER,Sir Robert, An Advertisement to the Jury~I.:en of England.

GAULK,John, Gelect Cases oil Conscience TouchinK itches 
and itch^raf tsllo4o )•

GIFFOKD,George,

The MaK-AstrQ-v'anoer. or the t£a.Kio.all-- 
A.atrolo. .iciil-Jiviner J'Qs.ecT. and puzzlodC 1

A Discourse of the Gubtill Practises of 
Deville s by v. i tche s and Sore ore ,rs ( I 'jQl ) .

H A Dialo,cue Cone j^ •vitohes and

GLANVIL, Joseph,

HOPKINS,i/#tthew,

IIUTCHINSON, Francis, 

JORDAN, Edward,

LAIABARD, \Villiam,

MORE, Henry, 

PECK, Francis,

Some Philoso'Qhical Considerations To i 
the BeinK ol' •itches and itchcraf tCl667;

The Discover^ of itches(lo47 ). The 1928 ! 
edition by ;.". Summers was used throughout.

An Ills tori cnl Tssay Concernintr .'''itohoraf t(1718)i.

A Brief e Discourse of a Disease Galled 
the Ga£Voc;-tion of the • i.b'tht^rCl':-'03J>'»

l^irenarcha; or 01 the Qri'ice of the 
Justices of Peace .(1582 7^

An Antidote A>ca.im:t. /ahelsrnCl^^ J .book 3.

K.B.,

SCOT, Reginald,

STLARNl<,John,

STRYPE,John, 

SV;AN,John,

Desiderata Cur ioaaC 1779 ) ,jj. 146-7,

A Discourse QI the Daujied Art oi' '•' 
(Cambridge ,1608 ; .

The Kingdom of .Darkness; 1 608 ) .

The Discoverie Q r •itchor.if ;t.U584J« AH 
pa^e references are to tlie 19^4 reprint; 
preface by H.R. \Hlliamson.

A Qonfir^ation and Discovery of .itonoraft (1G48J. ———————————

The Life oi 3ir ;i'ho;:;as 3rd, thj 1820 ) f

A True and Ore fe Kerx>rt of I.:ar^ Glove ;r
Vex a t i on ( 1 ^0 ~.
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printed source material,

A nimber oi' wituheraft cases were discovered in the printed 
record^ oi counties other than Lssex. These are listed below, 
with page references, in the texts marked with an asterisk.

Acts oi the Privy Council .

11 ATKlK30M,U.C.,(ed. j, ^uar te r Je s s i on s 1 ~e GO rd s . 1 QJJ 5-1 79 1. C I' «Q *'
Ridin^ Hec. Soc., 1384-92;, i. 58,213; Hi .177, 
131; iv.20; V.2^9; ix.b.

* BLAGG,T.M.,(ed. ;, Nottinghamshire Presentments Bill of
15B7C ihox'oton 3oc., Records jerios,ll,

BUND,J»,V., ^ed. ;, ."orceBtershlre Oouxity ne cords: .Calendar
or ^udr/Ler . t .-eaoio;is ^apers.l^il-l .: -V}_ 
C'.Vorcs .' County Jouncil , 19^0 ,) , p.492.

Cal end or of ^ tale Papers t Jome a ti c . 1 '347-1 ^^0 •

CLAK.K,A.,(ed. ;, Shirburn Ballads, 1 58 5-1^1 ̂ (Oxford. 1907 ) »

** " Lincoln Diocese Documents > 14 50-1544
11J14;, pp.lOci-110.

* COFNALL, fl. H. , ( ed . ) , I-Tottinj{hairjshire Countj- Kegords: Notes
and .^xtr :Cts t 17th Century (I, ottin^heua,

* COX, J.C., ( ed o;, Three Centuries or Derbyshire A
(1890;,ii.B8-90.

CUNNINGTOK, 13. i i« , (ed. J, Record;.:: 01 the ^ountj of -iltst Devizes,
1932 ;,p ; :>. 61-2,70,75,82,156,219,225,227,212. 
247,278-232.

CUTTS,E.L., 'Curious Extracts from a MS. Diar^ of the
Time oi Jaines II^Trans. Essex Arch, 
^00,^(1358;.pp.12 6-7,

GILBERT,\V,, "Witchcraft in Essex 1 , Trans. Essex Arch.
Soc».n,s«xiC1911hpp«211-216.

HAUi/.Villiam, A aeries of ̂ Precedents and .Proceedin. ^ in
Criminal Jaases.l^7 r>l J40C1847 ;.

.
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» HAMILTON, G.H., and Dooks of hJxamlnatlons and Deposit ions ̂ 1 
AU3Kh7,L.R. ,(eds. ;, iy;4( ^outhasroton Kec.§oc. ,1914;, pp. 158-9.

* HAh' 13 1M,H.E. BATES, Quarter sessions i ecords for the GounU of 
and DA"; £3 ,M. , ( ed s . ; , JjQi..orset,13CG-lo77AoQmeri.et Kec» :>oc. .1907""

1919 ;,xxiii. 96-7; xxviii.pi).lv-lvi,206,
331-2,362,369.

* HAhUY,Y;.J.,(ed. ;, Hertford Countj I ecords. 1 !-)81-1894( Hertford.
1905-1910;, 1.3-1,13, 12^7,137, 237-s, 275.

* HAKDT , "V . Le , ( ed . ; , Gounta of Middlesex. Calendar to the o

i j. *. . i~.\s , < ^, * *- 
- 33,303,309.

* Ilistorlcal Manuscripts Commlsslon^Vairious K1901J .P.263.
(A orce^tershire case/

* liistorioql. j^aymscri^ts CQnii tdsi:iQn. Various 1(1901 ) .PQ. 86-7. 120. «
127, 128, 129, 147, 150-1, l'o-l.("iltshire cases. 1

* Historical Manuscripts Cojotnisision, .Appendix to 9th Heport(1883;.
p. 32 5. ( A eVt -^idiri-, case;.

/li^ , U . E . HO ' ELL , ( ed . ; , Norfolk charter oes scions Order ik>ok. 16^0-7 ,
C- onolK -ec.:;oc.,26,i9 55 j , pp. 3'JT9%

* JOHNbiT<Ji;E,H, ,(ed. ;, CharchvRii'den ' s Pre ̂ entu.ents . pfii;t 1 . I
Arclideaconry of ^niches tor .l.^l-lolO ( Sussex 
uec. Off ice, 49, 1947;, pp. 82, 92.

KENNEDY,:.'. P. Ivl. , (ed. ; Elizabethan Episcopal j\ J^
Club Collections, xxvi,xxvii, 1924;. includes 
witchcraft visitation articles.

H and
FH KHE , V.' . H. , ( e d s . ; , Visitation Artioles and Injunctions of the

f'erioj ol the HerQi\.:ation(Alcain Jlub 
collections, xiv-xvi, 1910;.

KKAPPEN,Iw.iVi.,(ed.;, TWO Ellaabethan^ Puritan D: _____
(flit; diary oi Richard ' o^er^ "of ^ssex is ofio)."

* LI;;T:. >,j.,^ed. j, West Kidin^ Sessions .Rolls.l^S-lGogt"iorks.
i., tujoord -criOo ^iii,!:} ; 3/,pp.7;,147.
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LOuGST/>FFE,V/.H.D.,(ed. ;, The Acts ol the m^h Gor^dssion Court

vvithin th'j -^iocese 01 Juri i LU.:. 1 >2o-l >39
•y^ ^«^^^» •» M^II^ iv* ^n^mm «^i i • •• ^ t» ^ ^* ^» i» ^ i^^y*-^^^^^^^^^^^—^^-^^^fc^-^» •• • ""*——TT——^^——^^^^-^-^

^Jurteea ^oc., 3 ; , 135/j, pp. 3 -*•—••• 2 .

* PURV1S,J 0 S.,

• R/\INE,J.,(ed. ;,

THOlvIPSON,A . H. , ( ed

,j.F t , (ed. J,

* V;ILLIS,A.J.,(ed.;,

Churchwarden's Presentments in the 
Oxfordshire lecjliui-s or Doron^ster , 

"and 13anbur2>' ( Ox ford 1- e c 0 ^o Q . ,10,
1928;, pp. Ixi, 2&4 f 294-5,

I/dnutes of 73roceedinr.s in Quarter oesslo-
of

Tudor Parish Documents of the N̂ 
of YofkC GamWid^e .1948 J . pp. 198-9

Depositions and other ^ 
Trocoediri .-.s f ro_m the Courts of Uurham, 

dinW from !3lT to the reii-yn or
laizabethitjurtees Hoc. .21.18 T^j. pp.27.
2;, 33, 34, 99-100, 117, 2 17, 251-2,313, 318.
Visitations in the Diocese of Lincqlri,

xiix-1.

The Presbyterian Llovernont in tlio 
of Cueen Llizt'beth. as Illustrated in the 
i.'dnute r>ook o... the J '

f 3rd sei . f viii «

Quarter sessions lye cords .o.f the County
or I orti. :ui .
Kec. boo. , 1,19^4;, p. 22 4-.

ijishop vi3itation i 1^97(Iiori'Qllc
Rec.^oc. ,xviii,194b;,p.2o.

'£inohe:;ter Consi^tor^ Court Benositions,
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11. SfcCUNDAIvY LiOUKCLS.

History of v.ltchcraft.

The majority of the works cited are on English witchcraft. 
material in Lea and Kobbins listed below, and especially 

the comprehensive bibliography in the latter, serve as an 
introdaction to European witchcraft, undoubtedly the most useful 
accounts 01 Ln^lish witchcraft are provided by Lwenjislttrdge, 
and Mote stein. The history of witchcraft generates considerable 
emotion; scepticism is necessary when reading a number or the 
works listed , especially those by LXirray ,Parrinder and Trevor 
Davies. The work by K^Brig^s not only provides a charming 
account of the literary background to prosecutions, but also 
includes an excellent bibliography on knglish witchcraft.

Anon.,

BKlGGS f K.M.

N 

N 

11

Kernoval of supposed skeleton of st.Osithes witcl- 1 
in 1963, East Lssex Gaze ttt. April 19,1957 and 
15 November ,19 63.

Pale Hecate's Te.am(1962j,

Four Centuries or Witch HelicfsC 1947 ; .

'Oliver ^r OEM ell and Black ^la^ic 1 t Occult 
Review./^ pril I'jjC, pp. 84-92.

itch liuntin , and '"itch Tri.als( 1929 ). (This work
is referred to as 'Lwen I. }

V/itoho_raf t and Demoiiianisra(l933 ) • ( referred to 
as LXven II. ;

he Trials o.r Johii Lovve8 p ClerkCn.p. f 1937 ) . 

borne witchcraft Criticisms(n.p. .1938 J. 

v;itohcraft in the star Chamber In. p. ,1938;.

in Uie I^QrlolK v>ircaltCn.p. , 1939 ) •

*Kobert I^ttcliff e,;>th ilarl of ^uasex: v;itohoral t
Accusations 1 .Trans. L'Jasex / rch. soo. .n.a.xxii 
( 1936-40 ;,pp.2j2-8. '
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-'Footnote to an Alchemi A*.Cambridge ^eview. 08. 
no. 1653(1946),pp. 172-4. ^un an i-ssex cunnin^—manj.

I

, Witchcraft in Old and Kew ~rv:land(Kew York,1929;.

Materials Toward a History of •'•itchcraf t. 
Arranged and edited b.> 1. . C.I.o\vlajid(,rhiladelphia, 
1939;,3 vols.

K. t The 1,-ai-k -or-ld or WitchesU9o2).
sensational in style it is largely based on hssex 
evidence. Chapter 10 is especially useful. )

MKKK1F1KLD,R., 'The Use of Bellarmines as -itch Bottles',
Guildhall riscellany ,i »no.3U9^ j.pp.3-]

., The. V.'itch-Cult in Western Euro?:eCOxford, 1921;.

f 'The Professional Pricker and His Test for
V/ltchcraft',Scottish mst.lieview. 19(1922 ) ,pp. 
205~21% ( Although about ocottish \vitoh-iiunt«rs, 
this article makes a useful comparison \'ith 
the Lssex witch-hunter I.;atthew liopkins. j

'.V. f jjL story of itojicraft in IA l/ind^l^^B-l 713 
^,ashin^ton,1911i reprinted ftew ^ork,l^o5 !•

PARicIMDlii:,G., '.v 11 c ho r af t (^ e 11 o an edn.,1958;.

KOBBINS,F. 11., The Uncjlopedia of >vitohoraft and DeLionplOi-y (1959

E.E., A Hazor for a Goat(Toronto , 1952; .

,C., 'Calvinism find tiie "itohcraft Prosecution in
England ', Jnl . oi ti \G. Pre^b^to_rian_ Ijlst. _bo_o.. of 
llnKlanU. xii , no . 1 (19 60 ) , pp. 22-27 . "

SMiiDLiiY,^. and ';^ore Suffolk "itch Bottles' .Prop.Suffolk Inst. 
O'.vLna, IL ., of AroiiaeQlo^ . xxx , pt . 1 ( 1964 ;, pp.33-93 •

SMITH, t.'. , 'vitchcraft and superstition 1 in Memorials of

TEALL,J.L., 1 'itchcraft and Calvinism in Elizabethan England' 
Jnl. of the History o..-. Ideas.^3 (1962j,pp.22-36.

''Vitchcraft in the ^astern Counties' Jiome 
Counties ;^.;az.ine. 1 xiiCl'-i;10j.pp.247~2 t30.
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bj History of j.:ssex.

*J«F«, 'The Court of the Archdeacon of Lssex,1571~*
loO9: An Institutional arid Social btudy 
(Univ. of caiiiornia Ph.J. thesis 1965;.

F."T7 . . Rectors of Two Essex Parishes and their

COLES, K. f

COLLIKSOK,?.,

H II

HULL,F.,

MUKANT,P.,

Time s ( col ohe s t e r « 1 94 3 J . PP • '30~3 • I - v/'itch.

'Little Baddow in the Lliddle Ages' and in 
the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, 
Essex Keview. xliii. 12-21, 101-110; xlv.194- 
200; xlvi. 103-109; xlviii. 22-28, 97-101, 132- 
140 (193^-1939;.

'past History of the Forest of Jissex 1 , hssex 
naturalist .x>:iv( 193^^3 5 ;,pp.H5-133.

'iJnclosures: Kssex agriculture, 1500-1900', 
Essex Hatur list. xxvi (19 "37-40 j.pp.2-2^.
I rThe Puritan Classical i.tovemont in the iieign 
of Llizobeth I '(London Univ. Ph.D. thesis 1957;

The Elizabethan Puritan ^

Annals or Lvan ;elical rjon.conforridt^- in the 
County. 01" l.ssox , 1 rq^ _t hie__Ti ::ie. Ox 'vyclille to 
1 1 je lest or ; t i pn{ 1 863 j , ~~~

'The Care of the Poor in Elizabethan Essex', 
L'ssex 1'e view .lxii.no,. 248(19*33;. PP. 7-28.

The Townshio of liatfield Peverel( Ciielmsf ord,

'Ariculture and Kural o in Essex, 1560- 
1 640 '^ London Univ. Ph. J. thesis 1950 J.

The and Antiuities of the
oi ,2 vols.

Kepertorium ̂ Ecol esi as ti cum^ .._
Londi liens e ( 1 70d-10 ) . 2 vols.

'Catholic he cu aunts in Essex,c.l5BO-l6oo' 
^ London Univ. M.A. thesis 19*0;.

'The Kise of the 'New Draperies 1 in Lsscx', 
Univ. of ; JUrfuia.haiu Ili^-t^Jnl. , vii ( 1953-9 ; . 
PP. 35=59;
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-.hY,.. .J. g 'i\ecords 01 the Archdeaconries of Essex and
Colchester * .Trans, .I.ssex Arch, >3Qc..n.s. xix 
(1927-30;,pp.1-20.

QUBNTKELLjB."''., 'The Government of the County of Essex,1603-
1642' (London Univ.Ph.D. thesis 1965 ;.

81/iITH,H., The Ecclesiastical history of T̂.ss_ex_(n.d. ; 0 

The Victoria County History of KB sex (1903-19 66;. 5 vols.

c; AnthropoloKi^cal works on witchcraft.

Works on witchcraft in Africa wore found most ; 
and all the books and articles cited below, with the exception 
of that by Xluckhohn, are based on African material. The 
works by bvans-Pritchard, Giucknian, and i,iayer serve as a ^ood 
introduction to antliropolo^*ical studies of this subject, but 
all the studies listed have been read with profit. The works 
by Douglas, Marwiuk, and Turner represent the must recent 
trends in witchcraft analysis.

DOUGLAS, U., Purity and. ifon^erC1966;,chapter 6.

EVANS-PRITCiiAi:D,E.E., itchcraft. Oracles :ind :.:at -ic amon.. .the
A z and e (Ox f o r d .1937). T^-e central thesis 
has been conveniently summarized in the 
same author * s Social Anthropolo; 3( 19*31;, 
pp.93-102.

FIZLD,M.J., Search for Gecurity(l9oO} f part 1.

GLUC:»N,H., Custom an- Conflict in ^frica(Oxford,
chapter 4.

KLUCKHOIiN, C., N.avaho itct;craf t(Cambridge ,l.:ass. ,lv 4^ ) • 

iUiIGE,E.J and J.D.. The iteaim of a : ain-^ueen(19 ! '3 ) .ohapter 14.

LiENHArDT,G., * GoiDe liotions of itchcraft amon^ the
Afrioa.x::i (1931 ) , PP



398

»$•» 'Another Anti- itchcrui't L-ovement ii: *-ast
Central Africa'.Africa.xxC1930 ) .PP,100-112.

Sorcery in its social bettin^C L'tanc he s te r, 19 & 5 )• 

witches(Oranamstown, 19 y\) • 

J ,J,, and ' itchcral't and .bqroery.^.ljri ,I^tst IA

'Vvitohcraft in Four African Societies', i 
Aperican Anthropologist.^4(19^2J.pp.18-29, f

l^upe ^'•eli.-.lonC 19 5^ ) t chapte r 6.

Sh-NTIiK,D., 'witches and Psychiatrists' .PB^chJ
10(1947;,pp

TURK h!H 9 V.";., Sciiism anJ ^ontinuit^ in an African L:»ouiut^
(lianchefite r, 1957 ) •

11 " '"Vitchcraf't and borcery: Taxonoroy versus
Dynamics' .Africa, xxxivU9^ J, pp. 314-324.

If*, Good Compare;C Oxf o rd, 19 51;, chap te r 5 and
appendix 8.

11 'Witch Beliefs and Social Structure',
Americcfui Jnl. of ^ociolo,^ .^6(1931 ) .pp.307-313
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CiL INDL'X OF KSSL'X '"ITCHCHArT KKFEKENCrs.

Every witchcraft reference, prosecution or otherwise, where 
place is named is included, Each reference is marked on Map 1. 
The letter and number in brackets immediately after the 
place name refer to the square in which the village is located 
on I.'ap 1. The numbers which follow the brackets are those 
assigned to cases in Appendix 1. ^ date followed by P. 
represents a reference in the witchcraft pamphlet of that year. 
The letters or numbers in brackets after the pamphlet date 
indicate the exact location of the reference within the 
pamphlet.

For example, if one were interested in Alresford the 
procedure would oe as follows. In the place index one would 
find that Alresford was in square EJ on i,]ap 1. On the map 
there are tliree crosses to represent the turee witchcraft 
references in cases ^48^b;, 1078, arid pages 15-17 *n *.ne 
1645 Pamphlet. The full titles of pamphlets are given on 
pp. 337""3 above.

Only villages with witchcraft references are included.

A Abberton(F3J,391,392,392(b;,1007,1017-8,1101-2. 

Alphamstone(hiJ,252,497.

Ashdon(Bl j, 336,1091,1093.' 
Asheldham(U4 j,924,9^4. 
Aveley(B6;,341-3.

B Baddow,Little(D4;,29-33.
" Bardfield,Great(C2K2b7,322,1019,1021,1029,10 10,1193.

u,(A5>,75-9 A2--8 * 1 37,75-,29^-5,920,938-9,9'0,953,

Barnstonl C3 ), $79-080. 
Beaumont(G2j,1122,l t)82P(F2j.
Belcliamp," ato>r (Dl J, 83,84, 24
Benfleet,:jouth(D5),959» x 
Bentley,Jreat(G3^),2^6,4^0-l f 335,347,343,1054-6,1095,1097

Berden(A2K 845-6. 
Billericay(c5;,837.

Blackmore ( C4 J,970. 
Bockin-^2j, J25,498 f 712lb;,840.

^
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oreham(D3J,

Bradfield(G2j, 337-9, 759-62. 
Bradwell-iuxta-Couveshall(r/3j,l089. 
Bradwell-iuxta-mure(F-4;, 220-1, 814, 888, 896-7, 1074 Brain tree (D2;/301-5, 447-9, 535, 819 ,831. 
Brax ted, Great!Ji3;, 851, 8 L}4, 1022-3, 1042. 
BrentwoodfB5;, 103-5, 416,800, 538, 886. 
Brightlinb'sea(F 3;, 142,146-8. 
Bromley, Llttle(F2j, 1088. 
Broomfield(C3J, 915, 917,950, 952.
Bures,Mount{h:2j, 1026-7.
Burnham^F4;, 214-9, 232-3, 814. 
Burste ad, Great(C5J, 171-3, 934, 974. 

Little(C5J,1132.

C Canewdon(L'5J,141,9l2,933. ~
Chelmsford(C4j, 401-6, 73^,809, 901, 1195, 1197, 1203. Chesterford,Gr6at(DlJ, 222-3, 814, 998, 1000-1 ,1015-6, 102 1,1114.Chich St.0s.yth, see ;;t.0a
Chishall,Great(/a;,HbK 799, 1093.
Claotori,Great^G3l 159,166,367,629-33,634-6,648(6 J,1582P(C8-D3 K11 Little J 1 645? ( 18-19, 32-4 J« 
Clave rlng(A2j, 1090.
Co ,geslmll,Great(D2j, 23, 403(b;, 487, 1044^1062-9. 
Colchester U?2j, 991-2, 1003-1010, 1064, 1090, 11 '^-1176, 1582P(U2;., 1002, 1037, 1129.

, 299, 1083, 1106-7, 1183.

D Dagenham(B5;, 296-7, 306, 320-4, 327-9, 818, 820-1, 1589P^B,B3J."" Danbury(u4;,i 2(b;, 55-7 241,247,250,253,316,839,864,867,376,1111.Dedham(F2j,13J,ii97,l203,l645p(5J.
DoddinM;hurst(B4;, 961, 1131.
Duntonc5;,883. 

E Llsenham(B2;, 106, 677,301-3, 8 a-3, 353.
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j eld ̂ 02;. 231, 267-8, 326, 736. 
FingrinKhoe(F3j, 224-5, 81$, 994.'

For dham ( E2 , 1070-1 , 107 6-7 . 
Foulness (K5;, 553.
Prating F2J, 1081 • 
Fyfield(B4;,42.

G Gestin^thorpe(Di;, 803, 807,108(0).""
Gosfield(u2j, 389-90, 
Gra^s see 'i'hurrock,Gra^ 3.

H
,.

, 101-2, 4i6(b; ,462, 503-5, 553(bj, 559-561, 327.
, 107, 

Htmnin^f ield, Kast(D4 ; ,935-5 ,972-3.
" bouth(D4J, 210-1, 937.

BarfciwfirjJ, 564, 1207.
Barwich( 112 j,5SO,^80(bj, 586, 588-9, 743,
Ilatfield nroadoa ,4,.
Hatrield Peverel(u3),l '-19,22,50, 58-61, 97-99, 123, 203, 208-9, 272

793,1030, 1033-6, 15o6p(oass.lm),1579P(A4J. 
Havering-atte-Bower(B5J.:iGl,930. 
Hawkwell(L5;, 263-5, 928, 933. 
Hedinghafi: l 3ible(D2), 270-1, 279, 354, 359-62, 832, 1589P(BJ.

Heni-iam(D2;,8U.,Fjookley(D5;,103(dj ,960.965.980, 1123. 
tfolland,Great(G3J. 590, 615-6,^37-8, 647, l6
Itorkesley,Gre^t(i:2;,i03(cj, I03(d ; .

11 Lit tie (1:2;, 12o6. 
Hornchurchl 135), 881, 393, 899-900, 924.

Ibrndon ( C5 ; , 884 ,929 .

KelvedontD3;,21,795-'V959. 
Kir by-le-3oken( G2 ; , 599 , i>24 .



402

Laxnbourne(135 ) .120,532-6,15

I^nghamlF2 ) ,613-4)648 * 648(f ), 104 6 
Laver, IIigh( B3;, 1207.

11 Li t tie (Bj;, 1207.
11 ioagdalen( B4;, 1207. 

Lawf ora (F 2;, 19 3-5,59 5, $07-9,109 6,

Lac>'- er Marney ( E3;, 839. 
Lelgh(D5;,621-3,885,1127. 
Lei^hs,GreatlD3;,200-1.555-8.

if f * • t ^ I >«* /"X '( ••- .-i 4—— r

Lexdenl E2;. 1028.
Li ttlebury ( i.a J , 1 579P(^' 7 ) •
Loughton^/4 ; , 300 ,942.

(iW;, 67-9,119, 070,917,2-9, Wl-3f1197,12 
Manningtree(F2j, 400-2, 602-4, 62^,62 6-3, ^9, 793, 1 T^p( 1-15).
Mapleste ad, Great 102 ;,228-230,1539PlA3>. 
iAersea, East (F3;, 212-3, 31 ^,1073.

Mest(F3), 10^8,1074-$.
Messing (E3), 2^1.

ivtoulsham see Chelmsford. 
C 0^77976.

N Nave stock^ &4 ) , 528-30, 657-61 ,1204. 
~ Nazein.il/4J, 977-9.

Neve ndon(D5J, 712.
Newport (B2J, 459, ̂ 75.
Norton, ̂ old(D4;, 931.
Notloy,Black.(D3;, 434-4, -56-8,1124.

0 Oakley, Great(C)2;, 269,1019.
11 Li ttle(G2;, 167, 1084, 1103, 1^89P(L6-F4j . 

Ookendon,Ivorth(^5J, 197-9, 510-1, 309.
, 537,904,908,910.

Ongar , ui ii ppi n& ( 134 ; , 39 8 .

OrsetMGbK 745-6. 
Osyth,L>t. (see
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£ Panfield(D2j,440.
Parndon,Great(/4 i 1134. 
Pattiswick(D2K 93-6,1041,1043,1045.
Purlei^iX^;, 4^1-2,8^9-30,9 57.

c^uendorHB2;,845-6,lll5.

R Radwinter(Ci;,1182.
"" Kainbam(BuJ,100,882,984.

Kamsey^G-2;, 429-30, .342-6, 1012, 1104, 15
Ka*lei£h( Dj;, 872,951.
Retterjdon(D4;, 403,982.

HidgewellfDi;, 70-1 /-50,748(b;, 798. 
Hi venhull(D3; 1645^12 j. 
Rochford(J5;,64(b;, 926 923,1137.
Komford(B5;, 880, 837, QOo-7,911, 944-5, 1204. 
Roothing(Hodint- ;,

Ay thorpe ( B3 j , 1207.
Beauchamp ( B3 J , 9 ̂ o .

;, 1207. 
White(B3;,a 

Hoydon( A4 ; , 108 ( c j , 334
.
.

S Saffron alden, see Iden.
"" 3t.Osyth(G3J, 155-7, 1^0-^, l^Q, 17,. 190, 202, 226-7, 605-6,639-41,

648(c;>314;iQ47ailoa c:a2PCpassim}. 16 ;^P( 29-33 J>fialoott (alias S.v/igborou^iJU'3^ ,1018. 
baling, Great ̂  C2 ; , i^O-l.

" Little(alias i3ardfieldj(C2 ) ,1112. 
Sanroford,uroat(Cl;,245-6,1053.

LittlelC2J,2i-2-4. 
^halford(C2j, 445, 557-8.

-,.
Sprin,:field(iJ4;, 563, 868-9, 377-8.
b tarnboui lie ( Cl ;

btanford-lc-Hope(Cb;,985.Stanford Mvers(F34;,237-9,815,914,95 :̂ ,1H3*
ytaplef ord Tawney ( 34;, )>i f b ) *
Stebbin^(C2J,189-1 v l,335-^,34 7-8,410,711,813,823,849,1118-9,112,
Steeple(E4 ) ,864—5.
ijtifi1 ordtc5; .958,1108,1126.
ytisted(D2 ;,1,3-5,285-291,507,840,1089,1105,1589P(yiiij. 
Laock(C4J,108,004-5,89!,905.
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™ , ^tow ^aries (D4;, 525.
b'tra tf ord Langthorne t A5 ; , 115 na , 149-50 
'Jturmer(Ci;,li84. * ' ' 7 '

T ltikele^ fv B2J, 3^0,8^2-3. 
"" Tendring(G2j, 1035-7. 

Tey, Great ̂ L2J, 1007, 1020. 
, 80-2,•i'haxted(,C2j, 80-2, 103(ey,>")S, ̂ 57,1121. 

They don viarnon ( B i ) , 29 2-4 .
ta>ontlB4; f 1204.

•iliorpe-le-^oken;^;, 158,100, 106,394-5, 399-9,
^3^dj,1582P^C2,D5,E2,E c 

ThorrinbtoiH F3 ; ,104 / .1050-1 , 1057 . 
thurro ok , ur tvy s ( C 6 j , 9 $9 . 

Littietc6; 975.

437-9, 510-12, 638,

T
i;6j,7o2-4,379.

Tollesbury (EJ) ,49,323,1094.
Tollesiiunt ^il^hts^also Bashes; (IL3;, 1085,1092. 
Toppesiield^Jl;,51^—6.^10,836. 
Totham,are at (tij ;,6,72 * >,993• 

" Littie (ii3;, 501-2.

u
Upralnster^P.5;, 538-41, 569-71,918, 1133.

'Vat-ley, Great (B5;,9-58.
•Veald,North(Bl; ,901,9 '7-'
"ethersfield^D2 

o
" ":j al GO 11 see 'jal oo 11 

Doe(B4 ;, 43^— , 1131.
v/icibish(Bi;,122,810,1579^CAvii^ 
••:iUiam(D3;,2,261-2,3 10,1038-9,1052,1108.
'A'ivenhoetF2;,22^-1-5,617-20,1072,1082,1173,1^ i5 
'Voodi'ord(A5/ f
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COMPOSITE MAP OF ALL REFERENCES 
| TO .VITCHGRAFT IN ESSEX, 1560-1680.

(Note. Each X represents one 
refeerence. The map is indexed in

the ̂ thesis .}



MAP 2a before p.145



pa: j.ocation of cunning^ oik in Essex, or resorted 
to by Essex inhabitants,

Scale

12345
5 miles:! inch

Key:
-f =''cunning folk 
X = 'conjuror/sorcerer 

of unspecified type.
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MAP 4.

Witchcraft prosecutions at the Essex Assizes. 
1560-1679; by ten-year periods.

Key:

• = one indictment.
0 = two indictments against the same

person in one year.
•-* = two indictments against one person 

in different years.

(Map 4 comprises a series of 12 maps each 
covering a period of ten years.)



ASST7.ES: 1670-J
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MAP

Years with more than twelve witchcraft 
prosecutions at the Essex Assizes,1^60-1680.

Key:

• = one indictment.
0 » two indictments against the same 

person in one year.

(.Map 5 comprises maps of 13 years in which there 
were 12 or more witchcraft indictments.)



3.645 ASSIZES

•©HOLLAND 
CLACTON

•MISLET 
9LAWFORD -



VAT? 8: Population,farming.enclosure,forest and 
clpTth~industry in Essex, 15^0-

PRODUCTION

12345
5 miles;! inch

B= heavily populated
(c.~IQ people per sq.mile) 

- lightly populated 
__, (less than 5° Per sq.mile) 
'.'*'= open field areas

= forested area 
Vvvj 1= area of new draperies 
(The sources for this map are 
included in the bibliography, 
p.39^; it owes most to Dr. 
Hill's thesis,maps 2,5,6,9.)



TABLE 6 - before p.142



TABLE 6: Gunning folk whose names are mentioned in Essex records.1560-1630.

Name Sex Residence at Type of activity Qooupation Date Case number

+ Margaret Hosie F
'one Richmond r i;i
Er.riawes M
Margery Skelton F

1 Cobham ' M
Mother Humfrey F

+ Robert Y/ailys M
Alice Reade F

(John Thomas M
+ John Plummer &C.M/F

Mother Per some F
+ Henry Chit ham M
+ Miles Blomfield M
+ Thomas Barker M

Joan Mi one 11 F
•f Humphrey Poles M

Ursley ivempe F
Mother RatcliffeF

Shopland ?
- soothsayer

Steple soothsayer
"Little Wake ring healer
Romford ant i -wit oh

- anti-switch
^wandering ) soothsayer
Lawford lost goods
London Bridge lost goods
Great Totham divination
Navestock anti-witch
Gre~at Bardfield conjuring
Chelmsford lost goods
Gestingthorpe healing
waiden healing
Maldon conjuring
St.Osithes anti-witch

- anti-witch

_
—

cleric(V)
—
—
-
—
—

astrologer
—
—
—

churchwarden
surgeon

—
—
—
—

Cocke's wife ~F V/eleigh anti-witch -
('Herring' M
Goodwife Geo'rge F
Catherine Reve F
Henry Gower M
William Asulin M
Edward Mason M
Father ParfootheM
Thomas Smith M

-)• Mr. Fount ay ne M
'one Brian' M
'Wilcockes' F

+ Mr. She reman M
( 'one Greek'/ M
'one Bryjant M
John Carter M
Anne Moore -_F .,

- Carter -— -"M
Robert Browning M
Marcel Goodwin M!

(Anne Cryx F
George Taller M

+ Thomas Maunde M
'one Brite' M

4= William Duf field M
Richard Banckes M
Edwin Hades ley M
L' Gr e s s am ' (J. -,U ** i^_ M
Giles Pay son M
Gilbert V.'akering M

+(ur, Francklin M
Alice ._Soles .. F ..
Edmund 'Rowlands M

+ White family M/F
- Barnard M

( ' one Hoveye ' F
V/illiam Hills M

'(iVir.La.dl and M
John Lock M"
Benjamin Brand M/F 

&nd wife
-f Thomas White M

Mr.HigRS M

Sudbery, Suffolk anti-witch
Abberton anti-witch
Colchester anti-witch
Quendon 'sorcerer 1

"Great ffardTIelcTheal ing/for tunes
Great Bardfield healing
Romford healing
Earl's Colne 'sorcery'
Great Braxted 'cast a~fiRure~*
St.Osithes anti-witch
Crossing lost goods/fortunes
Colchester healing
Cobduck, Suffolk 'help 1
Weleigh • healing
\Veieigh lost goods

'cawker'
—
—

cleric^? J
schoolmaster
yeoman

—
schoolmaster
cleric I VJ

—
—

doctor
—

surgeon(V)
—

(i j^ayi eipiJT— —— _,, ifrnlost -goods/ soothsayer -
Barking — losfc- -glacis
Aianam lost goods
Colchester lost goods
Newcastle anti-witch

——— • — - "
—

physician—
Thaxted lost goods/ anti-witch -
Great Dunmow 'wizard'

— —
—
—

Great Waltham 'using witchcraft 1 -
Earl's Colne 'sorcery'
,-Villingale Doe conjuror
London lost goods
Nasinge soothsaying
Halstead lost goods
Ratcliffe anti-w.tich
Leigh . ,, ,„..„.,.„.„„„,.: sorcery ..,'.., „.,.... ,__
Stifford heal ins

(wandering) fortune-tellers
uanbury lost goods
Hadleigh, Suffolk anti-witch
Berden lost goods
London lost goods
Colchester lost goods
Stebbing lost goods

- conjuring
- lost goods

—
yeoman
astrologer—
surgeon'Drv

—
physician

—
—

miller

labourer
comber
•gent 1

-

...1.561 1128
1566 866
is66 866
1566 873 J
1570 1204 i
1573 992 1
1574 749
1574 1130' i
1575 886) i
1576 993 1
1576 893
1577 1198 !
1578 §09 ;
1578 807-8
1579 095
1580 1200
1582 1582 Pamphlet A3
1582 * " siguk:
1582 " " sig.A7- '
1582 " " sig.G2vJ
1582 1007
1582 1007
1584 1115
1535 1012,
1585-8 267,1021,1040
1585,92/911.944
1574,85/1129.1037
1588 1042
1588 1047 -
1589 1060

1590 1064
1591 1073 J
1591 1080
1591 1079

e$i -53 "— ̂ -C.*
1598 417 •'r ~
1598,9 1096,1173
1599 11731
1599. l6o2/957 r 1321
1602 1120
1 §0? n ?Q
1605 1136
1605 1138
1606 1181,488
1610 974)
1612 977

,1620 553^ :
1621 net)
1622 1127
1631 1126
1639 (Q/SR 304/159-)
1541 8'J9
1645 Pamphlet, p. \)

_16.51— B4.5r-6 __
1§51 ....846) ....
1653 847-8
1653 84y

1653.4.851,854
1664 855

Key: ( ) ds used when the cunning man lived outside Essex. + means that it is not 
absolutely certain that the person was a cunning man. The types of activity are 
explained in the text. M = Male, F= Female.


