
1 
 

AHRC Research Grant – Early Career 
 
Title: The Power of Petitioning in Seventeenth-Century England 
Start Date: 01/01/2019 
Duration (months): 24 
PI: Dr Brodie Waddell, Birkbeck University of London 
PI Hours Per Week: 11.2 
CO: Prof. Jason Peacey, University College London 
CO Hours Per Week: 5.6 
 
 
  



2 
 

Objectives. List the main objectives of the proposed research in order of priority 
 
1) We aim to bring to light some of the most widespread grievances about governance, religion, trade, 
taxes, poverty and many other aspects of life in seventeenth-century England. By systematically analysing 
thousands of individual and collective petitions, we will seek to identify the range and prevalence of 
'ordinary' concerns among people whose views are rarely recorded elsewhere. Yet we will also aim to 
reconstruct the 'extraordinary' concerns that emerge in moments of crisis, whether political, religious or 
economic. This will, we hope, illuminate both the issues that preoccupied people from across the social 
spectrum as well as the methods by which they sought to address them. 
 
2) We also seek to map the structures of power and authority in English society at this time. The 
investigators will use a large corpus of petitions to capture a view of the polity 'from below', presenting a 
new perspective on the nature of the early modern state and thus contributing directly to debates among 
historians and social scientists about the development of modern social and political institutions. 
 
3) By systematically examining petitions across multiple jurisdictions over the whole century, we intend to 
show how this tactic was employed and adapted in response to changing political and social contexts. 
Specifically, we will track the impact of local habits of supplication on well-known national petitioning 
campaigns and, conversely, the effect of tumultuous 'high politics' on everyday petitioning practices. As 
part of this, we will seek to carefully contextualise these documents by reconstructing their changing 
administrative functions, rhetorical conventions and scribal production methods. The investigators 
therefore hope to dramatically expand scholarly understanding of the practice and impact of petitioning in 
this period. 
 
4) We aim to promote international collaboration by bringing together scholars working early modern 
petitioning in Britain, continental Europe and beyond at a major event and by offering an online platform 
for these researchers to disseminate their sources and findings. Building on an existing informal network of 
scholars, this project is intended to lay a secure foundation for intradisciplinary work linking political, social, 
economic and cultural history, as well as interdisciplinary scholarship involving - for example - political 
scientists and literary critics. This collaboration will involve not only established scholars but also early 
career and postgraduate researchers, including a substantial role for the project's PDR. 
 
5) A core objective of this project is the creation of a digital resource which will make publicly available full 
transcriptions of 2,500 early modern petitions for use by researchers, students, teachers and others. Our 
goal is to work with the Institute of Historical Research to publish an edition of these petitions on British 
History Online and to create a project website that will not only offer thousands of previously neglected 
primary sources but also to promote their use through user-friendly search facilities, complementary 
contextual essays and a dedicated space for dissemination of new scholarship. We aim to deepen the 
impact of this new resource through partnerships with specific community groups and archives, built on 
principles of collaboration and co-creation. 
 
6) Finally, we intend to disseminate the research findings of the project through peer-reviewed 
publications, as detailed in the Case for Support. The PI will produce the first monograph to systematically 
analyse a diverse range of petitions in early modern England. The Co-I will publish a stand-alone article on 
the intersection of petitioning and litigation. Together they will produce a peer-reviewed special issue on 
petitioning in early modern society, with a co-authored capstone essay and individual articles by the PI, Co-
I, PDR and the scholars who present at the project's symposium. 
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Summary. Describe the proposed research in simple terms in a way that could be publicised to a general 
audience. 
 
How can people without official political power push the authorities to act? Historically, one of the most 
common tactics was to create a petition or supplication. Even today, every year hundreds of thousands of 
ordinary citizens sign e-petitions addressed to parliament which can lead directly to high-profile debates in 
the House of Commons. 
 
In seventeenth-century England, petitioning was ubiquitous. It was one of the only acceptable ways to 
address the authorities when seeking redress, mercy or advancement. As a result, it was a crucial mode of 
communication between the 'rulers' and the 'ruled'. People at all levels of society - from noblemen to 
paupers - used petitions to make their voices heard. Some were mere begging letters scrawled on scraps of 
paper; others were carefully crafted radical demands signed by thousands and sent to the highest powers 
in the land. Whatever form they took, they provide a vital source for illuminating the concerns of 
supposedly 'powerless' people and also offer a unique means to map the structures of authority that 
framed early modern society. This study will be the first to examine petitioning systematically at all levels of 
English government over the whole century. 
 
The project will create a valuable new resource by digitising and transcribing a corpus drawn from nine key 
collections of petitions held at national and local archives, totalling about 2,500 documents. This corpus, 
when combined with careful contextualisation, will allow the investigators to offer new answers to crucial 
questions about the major social and political changes that unfolded in this formative period. We will be 
able to examine the role of petitioning in specific moments such as the outbreak of civil war in 1642, the 
restoration of the monarchy in 1660, the Exclusion Crisis in 1679-81 and the Glorious Revolution of 1688. 
We will also be able to track how petitionary practices shaped - and were shaped by - long-term 
developments, such as the emergence of a politicised 'public sphere' and the vast expansion in the English 
state, by assessing how much petitioners' attention shifted from local to national authorities, and from 
individual to mass subscriptions. Such questions are central to understanding government and politics in 
this period, but they can only be addressed through methodical analysis of a substantial corpus of petitions. 
 
This resource will make it possible to go beyond questions specific to petitioning by offering a new 
perspective on the nature of state authority itself. Current understandings of formal power structures in 
seventeenth-century England have been drawn primarily from the writings of theorists or officeholders. In 
contrast, petitions provide a view of authority 'from below'. They will allow us to reconstruct the outlook of 
people who lacked any official authority of their own. What concerns did they believe should be addressed 
by their superiors? To whom did they direct their complaints or requests? How did they adapt their rhetoric 
to fit with the changing political and ideological complexion of the state? 
 
The transcribed petitions will be made freely available through a bespoke Institute of Historical Research 
website, augmented with contextual essays, and searchable by year, locality, sender, recipient, topic and 
response. So, while publications by the investigators will address the research questions above, other 
scholars will use this resource to pursuing further lines of inquiry. Moreover, this resource will also serve 
the needs of stakeholders beyond professional researchers. We will partner with two archives (Cheshire 
and London Metropolitan) and a large volunteer organisation (The University of the Third Age) to support 
lay researchers - such as local and family historians - working on this wealth of newly accessible material 
tagged by place and name. This project will therefore open up a new perspective on the seventeenth 
century for both scholars and the wider public. 
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Outputs 

The main outputs of the research 

Book (single authored) 

Book (edited) [[i.e. special issue]] 

Journal article (refereed) 

Conference Paper 

Database 

Interactive website 

Teaching Material 

 

 

Ethical Information 

Are there ethical implications arising from the proposed research? No 

 

 

Does the institution have a policy on good conduct in research? Yes 

http://www.bbk.ac.uk/committees/research-integrity 

http://www.ucl.ac.uk/srs/governance-and-committees/resgov  
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Academic Beneficiaries 
 
Our project will directly explore new historical terrain while also building infrastructure that will enable 
future research to push even further. In the short term, the work of the PI, Co-I and PDR will offer a new 
perspective in scholarly debates about state formation, popular politics, social relations and economic 
hardship. In the longer term, the creation of a major new open access collection of primary sources and a 
forum for scholarly discussion of these records will benefit innumerable future scholars. 
 
One of the chief strengths of the project is the way that it crosses the jurisdictional, sub-disciplinary and 
chronological boundaries which have constrained the current scholarly literature. Previous historians have 
investigated petitions sent to the crown, to parliament, to county magistrates, or to other types of 
authorities in isolation. Indeed, they have nearly always focused on only a single type of petition, such as 
those for political change or for poor relief. Finally, nearly all of the existing secondary literature has been 
limited by period, usually stopping or starting with the outbreak of the Civil Wars in 1642 or the restoration 
of the Stuart monarchy in 1660. 
 
Waddell and Peacey will be the first to directly and systematically compare these diverse collections over 
the whole seventeenth century. A substantive, methodical analysis of the full range of requests sent to a 
wide sample of different authorities will be able to present findings that contribute to more than one 
historiography. For historians of politics and protest, it will offer a much firmer sense of the ways in which 
this practice changed during these tumultuous decades, and will clearly situate the justly famous national 
petitioning campaigns within the broader context of early modern supplicatory culture. For scholars - 
including political scientists - interested in the history of England's precociously strong and centralised state 
structure, the project will reveal one of the primary ways in which ordinary people addressed and shaped 
these developing institutions. For social and economic historians, this research will provide a wide-ranging 
survey of the challenges and hardships faced by people of all ranks while also illuminating the determined 
reactions they provoked. 
 
Beyond the immediate benefits of this new research, the digital resources produced by the project will be 
of lasting value to other academic researchers. The existing body of easily accessible early modern primary 
sources is skewed very strongly towards printed material (e.g. Early English Books Online) or towards 
eighteenth-century London (e.g. Old Bailey Online; London Lives). In contrast, we will create an online 
collection of transcribed manuscripts from individuals and groups that are among the most difficult to 
study, including women, servants, paupers, prisoners and many others. Moreover, the resource will be 
inherently expandable, so further collections of petitions can be added over time. 
 
As a result, this collection of primary sources will be used not only by scholars specifically studying 
petitioning, but also by a much broader range of academic researchers. For example, historians of gender 
will be able to examine hundreds of requests sent by women, while historians of the civil wars could search 
for references to military affairs. Political, religious, economic and social historians will all find useful 
material here. For scholars studying the nature of early modern writing and language, this substantial 
corpus of precisely transcribed text will be a windfall. Literary critics have already begun to show an 
interest in petitions and digital humanists will have access to a new body of material for quantitative 
analysis. The project's new digital resource, especially when paired with the investigators' published 
analysis, will therefore benefit scholars both within and beyond the field of early modern history.  
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Impact Summary 
 
Just as petitions and supplications could be used by almost anyone in the seventeenth century, this project 
will offer tangible benefits to people with diverse backgrounds and interests. We will disseminate our 
findings in accessible formats to enhance public understanding of the history of authority, complaint and 
mobilisation. We will also give non-academics new tools for their own exploration of the past and offer 
them an expansive collection of previously inaccessible sources. The project will primarily focus on reaching 
lay researchers, but will also benefit students and archives. 
 
The project will stimulate and support engagement with non-academics through a series of formal 
partnerships with the University of the Third Age (U3A), London Metropolitan Archives (LMA), Cheshire 
Archives and Local Studies (CALS), the Institute of Historical Research (IHR), and the Raphael Samuel History 
Centre (RSHC). As detailed in our 'Pathways to Impact', we will reach our target constituencies through 
collaborative volunteer projects, archive outreach events, accessible online and print publications, and the 
integration of the new digital resource into a well-established infrastructure of online research. 
 
People outside academia are increasingly undertaking historical research of considerable depth and 
breadth. Many of these are family historians, for whom pre-census resources are very limited. Our project 
will provide them with easily searchable details about thousands of individuals, including not merely names 
and locations but also further information about their lives and circumstances as recorded in the texts of 
the petitions themselves. The innumerable groups dedicated to reconstructing the history of their own 
local communities will similarly benefit from this new resource by allowing them to go beyond the usual 
sets of local records to uncover a broader range of stories and perspectives. 
 
To engage with these groups, the project will collaborate with volunteers and archives. We will partner 
with U3A to launch a Shared Learning Project (SLP) through which a team of 15-30 volunteers, advised by 
the PI and supported by LMA training events, will use the transcribed petitions as a starting point for 
research on contemporaneous records. The U3A researchers will create brief biographies and local histories 
- each centred on a specific petition - that will be published on the project website, thus offering valuable 
context for other users and a fun learning experience for the volunteers. We will also partner with CALS and 
their affiliated volunteers to run a similar project there, advised by the PDR. This process of engagement 
and co-production will be strengthened through outreach events hosted by LMA and CALS to showcase the 
local stories captured in the petitions, and through a public event at the RSHC where we will launch the 
online resource. 
  
Exploring the role of petitioning in seventeenth-century society - and the petitions themselves - can also 
contribute significantly to formal historical education, especially at Key Stage 5 (A-Level) and undergraduate 
level. Many of the existing resources relating to the early modern period continue to present the 
seventeenth century through a top-down political narrative. Students and their teachers therefore have 
much to gain from our project, which will enable them to approach British history in this period 'from 
below'. 
 
Archives and repositories - the institutions that provided the raw material for our project - will also benefit. 
We will supply them with the newly-created metadata to enhance their catalogues at 'item' level. On the 
project website, we will also highlight the wider range of material they hold so as to promote public 
awareness and use of their collections. This will be undertaken through the formal partnerships with LMA 
and CALS as well as informal cooperation with the other six repositories. 
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Summary of Resources Required for Project. 
 
[[spreadsheet]] 
 
 
Other Support. Details of support sought or received from any other source for this or other research in 
the same field. 
 
2014-15 - Economic History Society Carnevali Small Research Grant (£1,650): ‘Seeking Redress in Early 
Modern England: Petitions to Local Authorities, c.1580-1750’ 
 
2016 - Royal Historical Society conference grant (£425) and the Birkbeck Institute for Humanities event 
funding (£800): ‘Addressing Authority: Petitions and Supplications in Early Modern Europe’, one-day 
workshop at Birkbeck, University of London 
 
 
BUDGET 
 
[[spreadsheet]] 
 
 
Proposal Classifications 
 
[[dropdown menu]] 
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PATHWAYS TO IMPACT 
 
The project team will engage three main groups of beneficiaries: (1) lay researchers, including family and 
local historians; (2) students and their teachers, from A-Level to undergraduate and taught postgraduate; 
(3) archives in London, Cheshire and elsewhere in England. We will achieve this impact through the creation 
of a valuable new online resource, the collaborative expansion of this resource, the exploitation of this 
material in formal teaching and learning, and the targeted dissemination of our data and findings. 
 
Digital Resource 
 
We will partner with the IHR Digital team to create an online resource that will be freely and easily 
accessible to anyone, while being carefully designed to reach specific groups of non-academic users. Its 
core will be 2,500 transcribed petitions and supplications to nine different national and local authorities. As 
detailed in the ‘Technical Plan’, these documents will fully searchable by keyword and other variables, 
making it easy for family historians to find named individuals and local historians to find specific 
communities. 
 
An edition of the transcribed petitions will be published on British History Online (BHO) in nine ‘volumes’, 
one for each collection, with short explanatory introductions. Integrating the transcriptions into this well-
known platform will ensure their discoverability and sustainability. Existing users of BHO – which received 
7.8 million page views from 2.0 million unique visitors in 2017 – will be able to seamlessly search the whole 
corpus alongside the 1,289 volumes of historical material already on the site. Additionally, it will be 
discoverable through Connected Histories, a federated search engine that provides integrated access to 
BHO and 24 other major historical resources for the period 1500 to 1900. BHO has been running 
successfully for 15 years and it has a detailed sustainability plan, which means that – unlike so many new 
digital resources – the long-term availability of the petitions is assured. 
 
Non-academic users will also benefit from the bespoke project website – designed and hosted by IHR 
Digital – which will accompany the BHO edition. The project site will allow enhanced searching of the full 
corpus of petitions by year, locality, sender (i.e. name, gender, occupation, etc.), recipient, topic and 
response as well as by keyword. The IHR team will also employ Natural Language Processing to generate a 
more detailed list of faceted search terms. The project website will include contextual essays targeted at 
the different user groups explaining, for example, how family historians can use the petitions in their 
genealogical research. It will also host the microstudies of particular people and places produced by the 
volunteers. 
 
Collaboration and Co-production 
 
In order to ensure that lay researchers benefit directly from the project, we will collaborate directly with 
non-academic volunteers in London and Cheshire. They will be given the opportunity to pursue guided 
research into the specific people and places mentioned in the petitions, thus fostering their intellectual 
development, stimulating comradery among volunteer teams, and providing them with a link to facets of 
their own heritage. 
 
The project team will pursue this collaboration through partnerships with organisations that already have a 
strong track-record with such projects. The first is the London Region of the University of the Third Age 
(U3A), which has about 23,000 members and runs a variety of Shared Learning Projects (SLPs) every year. 
The PI would be the lead academic advisor on the proposed U3A SLP, having experience in this role on a 
current historical SLP which recruited over 20 volunteers. It will also be supported by the London 
Metropolitan Archives. The second is Cheshire Archives and Local Studies, which has teams of volunteers 
working on several on-going projects and a strong existing relationship with Cheshire Local History 
Association. This collaboration would be led by the PDR as this region would be the primary focus for their 
own independent research and it will allow them to develop their public engagement skills. 
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Through archive-hosted training workshops, monthly meetings with the academic advisors, and 
independent research in small groups, these volunteers will produce a series of microstudies illuminating 
selected petitioners and their communities. These will be published on the project website, thus expanding 
its value for other researchers. However, more importantly, the process of researching these individuals 
and localities will provide the volunteer teams with a chance to engage with the past and explore the 
multitude of human stories captured in the petitions and associated records. 
 
We will ensure that archives gain tangible benefits from our project by providing them with the metadata 
and images of the petitions that we create. Our formal partnerships with LMA and CALS will allow us to 
collaborate to produce data that can be easily incorporated into their archive catalogues, enhancing their 
discoverability. Similar arrangements will be offered to the six other repositories on an informal basis. 
 
Teaching and Learning 
 
Although secondary school students are not the primary target of our impact activities, we will ensure that 
they can potentially benefit. The recently reformed teaching requirements for Key Stage 5 (A-Level) have 
foregrounded learning British history and all five main Examination Boards (AQA, OCR, Edexcel Pearson, 
WJEC, CCEA) include units on seventeenth-century British history. We will, therefore, include short guides 
on the project website for students and for teachers. Also, we will pitch an article to The Historian, a 
magazine published by the Historical Association which is read by many teachers. 
 
Our impact on higher education teaching will be even more significant. Almost all of the 83 universities with 
history departments offer undergraduate modules that could include petitions as primary sources. An 
informal indicative survey [[link]] of lecturers teaching early modern history at 23 different UK universities 
found that all but one would use our proposed digital resource in their undergraduate classes. On average, 
they estimated that it would reach about 65 of their undergraduate students per year, suggesting that it 
would enhance the learning of well over 1,500 students annually across the HE sector. 
 
Targeted Communication 
 
Alongside the direct collaborations, we will reach non-academics through modes of dissemination and 
publication tailored to our chosen user groups. The project will promote engagement with the new digital 
resource and our research findings through the following strategies: 

• Magazine pieces: articles by PI in History Today (c.18,000 monthly circulation) or similar periodical and 
in The Historian (c.2,000 quarterly circulation, mostly teachers). 

• Blog posts: short pieces by PI, Co-I and PDR on the IHR project website, cross-posted on the Many-
Headed Monster early modern history blog (66,000 page views in 2017). 

• Social media: publicising the digital resource, blog posts and events through Twitter via a project 
account (managed by the PDR) as well as those of the PI (2,935 followers) and Project Partners. 

• User guides: brief introductions to the digital resource for five key user-groups (genealogists, local 
historians, A-Level students, teachers, undergraduate students) on IHR project website. 

• Archive outreach events: two afternoon events at LMA and CALS designed for archive-users and the 
wider public, each including a talk, discussion and viewing of selected manuscript petitions. 

• Scholarly events: talks and presentations in the UK, Europe and North America to raise awareness 
among university instructors of the value of the digital resource for students. 

• RSHC Digital Resource Launch: day of presentations and discussions, with participation of U3A and 
CALS volunteers, representatives from all eight repositories, the IHR Digital team, and interested 
teachers, scholars, students and members of the public, culminating in the public launch of the BHO 
online volumes. 
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CASE FOR SUPPORT 
 
Research Questions 
 
This project will seek to answer a series of gradually broadening research questions, moving from petitions 
themselves and their immediate context to what they can reveal about wider historical developments. 
 
1. What was a petition? How did it relate to supplications, remonstrances, addresses and other 

overlapping genres? How did the form and practice change over the period, with the rise of mass 
petitioning, print culture and the standardisation of individual supplications? 

2. How prevalent and valued was petitioning as a method of redress? How did it vary by geography, 
chronology, and social group (gender, wealth, etc.)? How did it compare with competing or 
complementary tools such as lobbying, litigation and physical protests? 

3. What impact did petitioning have on the pivotal events of this period? How much influence did the 
many petitioning campaigns of particular political, religious and economic groups have on public 
opinion and the direction of state policy? 

4. Which issues and concerns drove people to complain? What can popular grievances reveal about 
changes in social and political circumstances? 

5. Where did power lie and how was it wielded in early modern society? What were the institutional 
channels and ‘pressure points’ targeted by petitioners? 

 
Research Context 
 
Since the advent of online political organising and the intensification of socio-political instability in the wake 
of the global financial crisis, scholars and the public have become increasingly interested in the history of 
popular engagement with the state. In the United Kingdom, recent years have witnessed the emergence of 
e-petitions as a notable political tool, encouraged by government initiatives and the rise of social media. 
The House of Commons, many local councils and innumerable non-government organisations such as 38 
Degrees have adopted e-petitions as a means for citizens to inform or pressure policy makers. This tool is, 
in fact, developing so quickly that political scientists have only just begun to study it (Leston-Banderia, 
2017). In response to these events, both professional researchers and non-academics have justifiably 
sought deeper understandings how ordinary people engaged with the authorities in the past, particularly in 
times of disorder and hardship. Petitions offer an unparalleled source for such investigations, but the 
existing historiography is disjointed and mostly anecdotal. A broader and deeper study of petitioning is 
therefore highly timely. 
 
Scholars studying seventeenth-century England have long used petitions in their analyses. Such documents 
have been cited in studies of topics ranging from royal authority to alehouse sociability. The amount of 
scholarship examining seventeenth-century petitions critically and substantively is much less extensive, but 
it is nonetheless important. For example, Anthony Fletcher (1981, ch. 8) and Judith Maltby (1998, ch. 3-5) 
have studied the mass campaigns that accompanied the outbreak of the civil wars in the 1640s. Feminist 
scholars such as Mihoko Suzuki (2003), Alison Thorne (2013), and Amanda Jane Whiting (2015) have 
underscored the political importance of printed supplications to women and other ‘subordinate subjects’ 
during England’s mid-century tumults. Meanwhile, Steve Hindle (2004, ch. 6) and Jonathan Healey (2014) 
have conducted careful analysis of the plaintive supplications sent by paupers to local authorities. 
Nonetheless, such studies are few in number and fewer still are the scholars who have attempted to 
compare multiple petitioning campaigns or different types of supplication in this period. 
 
A notable exception to this pattern is David Zaret (2000), who sought to explain the emergence of a ‘public 
sphere’ in the 1640s through the rise of printed petitions. Zaret’s narrative has frequently been cited in 
subsequent research thanks to its clarity and wide relevance, though it has also been justifiably critiqued 
for, at the very least, overestimating the ‘public’ nature of printed petitions and underestimating the 
potential impact of manuscript ones. The only long-term analysis has been provided by Mark Knights (2010) 
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in a brief but valuable survey of some of the shifts in mass petitioning across the seventeenth and 
eighteenth centuries, based on his earlier work on the later Stuart period and a review of the secondary 
literature. Crucially, both these comparative studies have been limited to national petitioning, with a strong 
focus on print. Only one group of scholars has tried to cross these boundaries, by focusing closely on the 
various supplicatory strategies of civil war veterans and widows. ‘Welfare, Conflict and Memory during and 
after the English Civil Wars, 1642-1700’, an ongoing AHRC-funded project (2017-21) led by Andrew Hopper, 
is the first collaborative effort of its kind. While this project is innovative in its approach and is already 
producing valuable outputs, the close focus on only two main types of supplicant means that we still lack a 
robust framework for understanding the multifaceted role of petitioning across the period. 
 
If we hope, therefore, to understand how people engaged with the state through petitions, a wider lens is 
needed. The investigators have already begun to contribute to this broadening of perspective through their 
own research. Waddell has examined the commonalities among diverse petitions on economic matters – 
local and national, manuscript and printed – in the later Stuart period (2012, ch. 2) and more recently 
edited an online symposium comparing a rich variety of supplicatory activity across early modern Europe 
(2016). Meanwhile, Peacey (2013, ch. 8-10) has published a detailed analysis of the petitioning and 
lobbying in the mid-seventeenth century which goes far beyond Zaret’s focus on ‘public opinion’ to reveal 
the multitude of ways in which petitioners used print. However, even in the comparative work by Zaret, 
Knights, Hopper et al., Waddell and Peacey, there is little that crosses traditional chronological or thematic 
boundaries. However, when combined with the many excellent case studies of specific campaigns or types 
of petitioner, these will serve as a strong foundation for the project. 
 
One of the central reasons why substantial comparative work has not been undertaken is the scattered 
nature of the sources. Many printed petitions are available to subscribers to Early English Books Online, but 
essentially all manuscript petitions are only accessible at repositories such as The National Archives (for 
petitions to the crown), the Parliamentary Archives (for petitions to parliament), and various county record 
offices (for petitions to local magistrates). Currently, the only freely accessible digital images of early 
modern petitions are those found in London Lives, 1690-1800 (Hitchcock et al. 2012), recently analysed by 
Sharon Howard (2015-17), but these cover only one locality, include only judicial and administrative 
petitions and begin only in 1690. In addition, there are several very informative published calendars and 
registers that include petitions, most notably the series addressed to King James I, edited by R. W. Hoyle et 
al. (2006), though obviously these do not include the texts themselves. As a result, it is extremely difficult 
for scholars to make systematic comparisons between different types of petitions. It is even more difficult 
for laypeople to use these documents as this would require archival access, palaeographical training and 
arduous manual searching to find specific names or places. While many non-academic researchers have 
been able to take advantage of digitisation and transcription to use parish registers and court records from 
this period, this is not true of petitions despite their immense potential for illuminating local and family 
histories from a very different angle than that offered by conventional genealogical sources. 
 
Given that the existing scholarship is highly fragmented and that the original sources are often inaccessible, 
this project has the potential to make substantial and lasting contribution. Its value can be seen in four key 
areas. 
 
First, it will provide a more robust conceptual framework for understanding the history of popular 
participation in politics and engagement with state institutions. As noted above, the historiography of 
political change already acknowledges the significance of petitioning, but lacks a clear sense of how the 
many different types of documents labelled as ‘petitions’ related to each other. More broadly, intense 
ongoing debates among early modernists about ‘state building’ and ‘state formation’ have focused on 
taxation, litigation, welfare and military mobilisation (e.g. Braddick 2000; Coffman 2013; Herrup 1987; 
Hindle 2000), but petitions are notably absent from this important research. By developing a detailed 
understanding of how petitions and supplications were perceived and used in this period, including their 
relationship to other means of seeking redress, the project will reveal their role in these larger historical 
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processes. This research will thus contribute to pressing historiographical discussions of both politics and 
the state by elucidating ‘the petition’ as a powerful concept in its own right. 
 
Second, the systematic methodology at the core of the project means that it will be able to address 
questions that have previously been unanswerable. Whereas current scholarship on petitioning has tended 
to use such texts individually or selectively, we will use a combination of archival catalogues and direct 
archival investigation to methodically digitise and transcribe coherent sets of petitions from a carefully 
chosen range of institutions across a long period. This will be reinforced through a process of thorough 
record-linkage by the PDR, allowing the collection of consistent contextual information for extended series 
of petitions. This approach has been used by historians of litigation to reveal important – and sometimes 
counterintuitive – information about popular legal culture at this time (summarised in Stretton 2013), and 
our findings can potentially have an equally important impact. Such a method is labour intensive and only 
practical for a team project, but it will allow us to test many of the unproven suggestions and assumptions 
in the existing scholarship. 
 
Third, and relatedly, we will provide a new perspective through comparative analysis of petitioning. Modes 
of engagement with the state that have normally been examined in isolation will be brought together in a 
single project. This will allow comparisons between the same types of petitions across many decades, 
between petitions directed at equivalent institutions in different parts of England, and between contrasting 
genres of petitions such as mass subscriptions and individual supplications. Again, such important analytical 
work is only possible through a project of this scale with a systematic methodology. Moreover, this 
perspective will be broadened still further through a symposium at Birkbeck which brings together experts 
working on a diverse range of petitionary material from across early modern Europe. By revisiting some of 
the preliminary continental work on these issues (van Voss 2001) with a more intensive focus on the 
seventeenth century, the project will contribute directly to debates that stretch far beyond Britain. 
 
Finally, the data assembled for this project will be transformed into a digital resource that will support both 
professional and amateur research over the long term. As detailed in the ‘Pathways to Impact’ and the 
‘Technical Plan’, the impact of this new resource will be compounded through direct partnerships with non-
academic stakeholders and a future-proofed technical design. Through this, the project has the potential to 
significantly enhance the tools available to researchers investigating obviously relevant topics – such as 
petitioning, popular politics and state formation -  as well as seemingly unrelated issues – such as trade, 
gender and illness. 
 
 
Research Methods 
 
Answering the ambitious questions set for this project will require a two-pronged approach to research: (1) 
traditional analysis built on record-linkage and close reading; (2) larger scale analysis using quantitative 
techniques and text mining. Enabled by the new corpus of data, the research team will be able to advance 
on both fronts simultaneously. 
 
In order to understand the nature of early modern petitioning, the project team will conduct a series of 
case studies, drawing on well-established scholarly methodologies. Peacey’s studies will explore the many 
avenues for petitionary action by examining the system from the perspective of ‘serial petitioners’ who 
sought to engage with a diverse range of authorities. This will involve tracing the requests of specific 
petitioners across various collections and archives while also gathering biographical information about the 
petitioners themselves. Peacey’s second study will investigate how petitioning overlapped or competed 
with other modes of redress, focusing on litigation. In order to do so, he will develop case studies of 
protracted campaigns to resolve grievances, in which petitioning was interspersed with legal struggles in 
the courts. The PDR will focus on a specific geographical area in north-west England as a case study, using 
the substantial collections of petitions to the Cheshire county magistrates and Chester city magistrates with 
the smaller number from this region sent to the Crown and Parliament. Material from the Cheshire 
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Archives, The National Archives and the Parliamentary Archives will be used to examine the role of local 
institutions, organisers and intermediaries in early modern petitioning culture. In addition, Waddell will use 
the critical practice of close reading a selection of petitions in order to elucidate the rhetorical tropes and 
allusions used in petitionary texts, building on the work of literary scholars such as Mihoko (2003) but 
examining previously unknown documents alongside prominent examples of the genre. 
 
Over the course of the project, the team will also engage in analysis that exploits and expands the large 
quantity of texts and metadata gathered for the digital resource. The manuscript collections that will be 
photographed and transcribed comprise the following series, four of which have already been 
photographed. They have been selected to represent four institutions (Parliament, Crown, county, city) and 
four regions (London, south-east, midlands, north-west), with a particular focus on series with early 
surviving petitions: 

1. c.850 (10% sample) petitions sent to the House of Lords, 1601-1699: Parliamentary Archives 
2. 500 (5/year sample) to the Crown, 1600-1699: The National Archives 
3. c.120 (10% sample) to the Cheshire Quarter Sessions, 1571-1699:  Cheshire Archives 
4. c.270 (10% sample) to the Chester Assembly, 1601-1654: Cheshire Archives 
5. 294 to the Worcestershire Quarter Sessions, 1591-1699: Worcestershire Archives 
6. 286 to the Hertfordshire Quarter Sessions, 1620-1699: Hertfordshire Archives 
7. 177 to the Staffordshire Quarter Sessions, 1589-1699: Staffordshire Record Office 
8. 127 to the Westminster Quarter Sessions, 1620-1699: London Metropolitan Archives 
9. 79 to the Derbyshire Quarter Sessions, 1639-1699: Derbyshire Record Office 

The project will, therefore, not be limited to case studies of particular petitioners, institutions or localities. 
Using this corpus of petitions, Waddell will reveal the shifting patterns across time and space. Robust 
quantitative analysis will allow him to demonstrate the prevalence and intensity of a range of concerns 
according to the number, gender and locality of the petitioners. For some of the collections, it will also be 
possible to measure the success rates by linking the original petitions to the records of the decisions of the 
relevant institutions (i.e. order books, etc.). Moreover, the U3A SLP will create additional metadata through 
prosopographical research on selected groups of petitioners. Under the guidance of the PI, they will use the 
standard tools and sources of family history – including online genealogical databases, parish records, 
taxation lists, probate material, etc. – to build up a fuller picture the individuals involved. Finally, the 
transcribed texts of the petitions themselves will be amenable to quantitative analysis. Deploying the 
technique of digital text mining, Waddell will draw out the patterns in vocabulary and syntax that stretch 
across the various components of the whole corpus. 
 
The advantage of exploiting this range of methodologies will be a more holistic understanding of early 
modern petitioning and its place in the longer history of popular engagement with the state. Rather than 
relying on merely small-scale case studies or high-level surveys, this project will combine both to produce 
findings that can genuinely transform the debate about this important phenomenon. 
 
 
Technical Summary 
 
The project will include two digital outputs: (1) publication of the transcriptions on British History Online, 
with contextual/editorial material; (2) a standalone project website, containing the transcriptions, ancillary 
content such as blog posts and contextual material, and a rich search interface. After the manuscripts are 
photographed (by the PDR/LMA) and transcribed (by the professional transcriber), both outputs will be 
completed by the IHR Digital team, as explained in the ‘Technical Plan’. 
 
 
Project Management 
 
Waddell (PI) will oversee the project as a whole and will be the primary point of contact for partners 
including the U3A, IHR, LMA, CALS and the RSHC. He will devote 30% of his time to the project in each year. 
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In 2019, he will procure the digitisation and transcription of the petition texts; manage and supervise the 
work of the PDR; liaise with U3A to establish and launch the SLP; advise (c.50%) the U3A volunteers; 
organise the academic symposium; give one conference paper; write one scholarly article. (Note: In 2019, 
Waddell also has two terms of accumulated departmental research leave which will augment his funded 
research time.) In 2020, he will write (50%) the co-authored scholarly article; co-edit (50%) the special 
issue; write the monograph proposal and sample chapters; launch the online resource. 
 
Peacey (CI) will be responsible for a range of scholarly outputs. He will devote 15% of his time to the project 
in each year. In 2019, he will write a scholarly article; and give one conference paper. In 2020, he will write 
a second scholarly article; write (50%) the co-authored scholarly article; co-edit (50%) the special issue; and 
give one conference paper. He will also advise and mentor the PI on administrative and managerial 
matters. 
 
The PDR will devote 100% of their time to the project in the first twelve months. Over this year, they will 
photograph the petitions held at The National Archives, the Parliamentary Archives and the Cheshire 
Archives; advise (c.50%) and assist the U3A volunteers; advise and assist the CALS volunteers; present one 
conference paper; and write a scholarly article. Their research, publication and impact activities will allow 
them to develop their skills in these areas, with the support of the PI and the Co-I.  
 
Administrative support will be provided by Birkbeck in a variety of forms. These include, but are not limited 
to, the assistance of the SSHP Assistant Scholar Manager (Alison Watson) in organising the PDR hiring panel 
and contract, booking rooms, etc. This will be funded through the sums allocated to administrative 
overheads in ‘Indirect Costs’. 
 
 
Timetable and Milestones 
 

Term Activities Milestones and Outputs 

Pre-
project 

• Hiring and contracting with PDR, transcriber and 
IHR Digital team 

 

Spring 
2019 

• Photographing manuscript petitions at TNA, PA 
and CALS (PDR) 

• Transcribing photographs (freelance transcriber) 

• Research at Worcestershire Archives and 
Staffordshire Records Office (PI) 

• Research at CALS (PDR) 

• Research at Gloucestershire Archives and Castle 
Ashby (Co-I) 

• Development of project website, excluding 
transcriptions (IHR Digital) 

• Submit panel proposals for NACBS (PI, Co-I) and 
for ESSHC (PI and Co-I) 

• Jan: PDR post begins 

• March: Project website, excluding 
transcriptions, online (IHR Digital) 

Summer 
2019 

• Research for litigation article (Co-I) 

• Monograph research and writing (PI) 

• Write quantitative paper for NACBS (PI) 

• Write serial petitioners paper for NACBS (CI) 

• Preparing transcriptions for BHO (IHR Digital) 

• June: Transcriptions complete 

Autumn 
2019 

• Advising U3A SLP (PI and PDR) 

• Advising CALS volunteer project (PDR) 

• Write Cheshire article (PDR) 

• Write monograph proposal (PI) 

• Write first monograph sample chapter (PI) 

• Sept: Launch of U3A and CALS 
volunteer projects (PI and PDR) 

• Oct: BHO vols online (IHR Digital) 

• Oct: Panel at NACBS (PI, Co-I) 

• Nov: Outreach event at CALS 
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• Write litigation article (Co-I) 

• Preparing transcriptions for project website, 
including NLP (IHR Digital) 

(PDR) 

• Dec: Cheshire article complete 
(PDR) 

Spring 
2020 

• Assembling outputs from U3A SLP (PI) 

• Write quantitative article (PI) 

• Write serial petitioners article (Co-I) 

• Write second monograph sample chapter (PI) 

• Jan: Birkbeck Symposium (PI, Co-I 
and PDR) 

• March: U3A SLP complete 

• April: Panel at ESSHC (PI and Co-I) 

Summer 
2020 

• Selected contributors to Birkbeck Symposium 
submit full-length articles to PI and Co-I for JBS 
special issue 

• Review and edit articles for JBS special issue (PI 
and Co-I) 

• May: Outreach event at LMA (PI) 

• July: Submit monograph proposal 
and sample chapters (PI) 

• July: Submit litigation article to HJ 
(Co-I) 

Autumn 
2020 

• Write co-authored article for JBS special issue (PI 
and Co-I) 

• Nov: Submit special issue to JBS 
(PI and CI) 

• Dec: Launch of online resource at 
RSHC 

 
 
Dissemination 
 
Peer-reviewed scholarly publications: 

• PI proposal and two sample chapters for monograph 

• PI and Co-I co-edited special issue proposed to the field-leading Journal of British Studies 

• PI and Co-I co-authored overview article in JBS special issue 

• PI article in JBS special issue: ‘Quantifying Petitioning’, analysing variation across the period by type, 
topic, gender, jurisdiction, geography, etc. 

• Co-I article in JBS special issue: ‘Serial Petitioners’, showing how they navigated a complex jurisdictional 
landscape by approaching multiple authorities. 

• PDR article in JBS special issue: ‘Cheshire Petitioners’, providing a case study of the range of petitioning 
on personal, local and national matters within a single well-documented county. 

• Co-I article in Historical Journal: ‘Litigation and Petitioning’, examining the relationship between these 
two distinct but complementary tools for redress. 

 
Other publications: 

• British History Online edition: Nine ‘volumes’ of transcribed petitions with brief introductions, creating 
a freely accessible, highly discoverable, easily citable, and indefinitely maintained version that can be 
used by scholars, students and lay researchers. 

• Project website: platform for enhanced searching of the transcribed petitions, guides for user-groups, 
contextual essays by volunteers, and other features of value to each group of potential beneficiaries. 

• PI articles in History Today (or similar) and The Historian: short pieces raising awareness among non-
academics of the roots of modern petitioning and the availability of the new online resource. 

 
Events: 

• Outreach events at CALS (2019) and LMA (2020) for archive-users and the wider public, as described in 
‘Pathways to Impact’. 

• Symposium at Birkbeck (2019): an intensive scholarly event (c.30 participants) based on pre-circulated 
papers, organised via invitations and call for participants, allowing us to engage with academics 
working on early petitioning from a range of different angles, including the perspectives of PGRs/ECRs, 
historians of Europe and beyond, literary critics, etc. 

• Launch Event at RSHC (2020) for both academic and non-academic stakeholders, as described in 
‘Pathways to Impact’. 
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• North American Conference on British Studies (Oct 2019): PI and Co-I organised panel presenting 
preliminary findings to the largest gathering of historians of Britain outside the UK. 

• European Social Science History Conference (April 2020): PI and Co-I organised panel presenting 
intermediate findings at the key international forum for historians using social scientific methods. 

 
 
Statement of Eligibility for Early Career Route 
 
Waddell (PI) was awarded his doctorate on 16 February 2010. He will therefore be within the parameters 
for early career eligibility by being within eight years of the award of his PhD at the time of application. 
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JUSTIFICATION OF RESOURCES 
 
Principal Investigator 
Waddell will devote 11.25 hours per week to the project for the whole 24 months. This will consist of 
approximately 3 hours in managing the project, especially overseeing the PDR and coordinating with the 
Project Partners. The remaining 8 hours will be spent on research, including visiting archives, analysing 
texts and data, and writing scholarly outputs. (As noted in the ‘Case for Support’, Waddell will have 
additional time to conduct research due to two terms of accumulated study leave to be provided by his 
institution in 2019.) In the six months from September 2019, he will spend about 1 hour per week directly 
advising on the U3A SLP. The costs of Waddell’s leadership duties are justified on the basis on his 
experience as a doctoral supervisor and as an advisor on other non-academic projects, including a current 
U3A SLP. This role will also contribute to his own development as a mentor and project leader. His research 
time is justified by his well-established expertise in early modern England, especially the social, economic 
and judicial issues that frequently appear in local petitions. He has built up a specific knowledge of 
petitioning by using them as sources in his peer-reviewed publications and is at the centre of an informal 
network of relevant scholars which emerged from a workshop at Birkbeck in 2016 and subsequent online 
symposium.  
 
Co-Investigator 
Peacey will devote 5.5 hours per week to the project. This will consist primarily of research and writing, 
both individually and collaboratively with the PI and PDR. He will also advise the PI on management and 
mentoring. The costs of Peacey’s research time are justified by his widely-cited scholarship on the political 
history of seventeenth-century England, especially his analyses of communication and protest during the 
Civil Wars and Revolution, including detailed examinations of parliamentary petitioning. This will effectively 
complement the expertise of the PI. As a holder of numerous previous grants and a recent head of a large 
academic department, he will be able to provide guidance and support to the PI as the latter takes on his 
first major leadership and project management role. 
 
Postdoctoral Researcher 
The PDR will work full-time for 12 months from January 2019. This will be allocated approximately as 
follows: 

• 5%: orientation, training and secondary reading  

• 5%: attending team meetings, conferences and other events 

• 10%: photographing petitions held in London at TNA and PA 

• 10%: photographing petitions and contextual research in Chester at CALS 

• 10%: advising and supporting U3A SLP and CALS volunteer project 

• 10%: administering social media, including twitter and writing/editing blog posts 

• 15%: writing paper for Birkbeck Symposium 

• 15%: turning Birkbeck Symposium paper into JBS article 

• 20%: annual leave and contingency 
The work of the PDR will be integral to the whole project as they will be collecting the raw materials for the 
transcriptions which are essential for the broader analysis by the PI and the creation of the digital resource. 
However, they will also be undertaking their own independent research focused on a specific region 
(Cheshire), which will contribute to the overall research agenda by providing a case study in which to 
examine broader trends in deeper context. Their work supporting the impact activities in London and 
Cheshire are similarly necessary to achieve our aim of fostering true collaboration with volunteers and 
archives. However, this post will benefit the early career scholar as well. They will be able to gain 
experience in non-academic engagement, undertake the independent research, present their findings at 
conferences and in a more intensive discussion (Birkbeck Symposium), publish in a field-leading journal 
(JBS), and benefit from the support and mentoring of the PI and Co-I. In this way, the costs of the PDR are 
both vital to the success of the project and potentially extremely valuable to the development of this early 
career scholar. 
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Travel for Research 
The travel budget will enable the PDR to photograph key series of manuscript petitions in London (TNA and 
PA) and Cheshire (CALS). The other series have already been photographed by the PI or the archives 
themselves through a previous Economic History Society small grant. The PDR’s photographs are essential 
to the creation of a sufficiently broad corpus of transcribed petitions. Costs are also necessary for further 
archival work by the PDR, PI and Co-I. To write the Cheshire case study for JBS, the PDR will need additional 
time at CALS. To write the monograph and comparative article for JBS, the PI will need to consult county 
records at the Worcestershire Archives and Staffordshire Record Office, allowing him to contextualise the 
transcribed series of petitions from those counties. To write the serial petitioners (JBS) and litigation (HJ) 
articles, the Co-I must examine the Smyth of Nibley papers and Gloucester borough records at the 
Gloucestershire Archives and the civil war papers held at Castle Ashby (Northamptonshire). 
 
Travel for Dissemination 
The international dissemination of the results of the research, and the promotion of the digital resource, 
necessitate substantial costs for flights, accommodation and conference registration. Although it will be 
relatively easy to disseminate findings from the project within the UK thanks to the English focus of the 
project and the strong network of British early modernists, presenting the new research to audiences in 
North America and Europe will help to promote wider collaboration and ensure that it reaches all 
potentially interested parties. The exact location of NACBS in 2019 and ESSHC in 2020 have not been 
announced, so estimates are based on average costs for previous years. 
 
Photography 
Although most of the photography will be done by the PDR, the Westminster petitions at LMA are too 
fragile, so will be professionally prepared and digitised by the archive staff. 
 
Transcription 
For the corpus of petitions to be suitable for quantitative analysis and for the public-facing online resource, 
they must be transcribed. Seventeenth-century manuscripts can only be consistently deciphered with 
substantial training. Although the project team could transcribe these themselves, it would be much faster 
and more cost-effective to hire an experienced professional. We procured an estimate from Dr Gavin 
Robinson of Different Hand Ltd, a specialist in early modern transcription with peer-reviewed publications 
in this field (www.drgavinrobinson.uk). Although the cost would be slightly lower to hire an overseas firm, 
the results would be less accurate due to a lack of expertise in this type of source. 
 
Digital Resources 
Turning the transcribed petitions into a searchable database and developing a standalone project website 
require specialist IT expertise which can best be provided by the IHR Digital team. They have over a decade 
of experience and an outstanding track-record in the form of BHO and the many IHR project websites. 
Specifically, they will be uniquely able to publish an edition of the petitions on BHO and well-suited to 
create the project website, expanding on the model used for their recent British and Irish Furniture Makers 
Online (2017).  
 
Event Costs 
The cost of providing refreshments to the two events (Birkbeck 2019; RSHC 2020) is minor given their 
importance to the project. The venues will be provided by Birkbeck for the first and by the RSHC as Project 
Partner for the second. 
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PROJECT PARTNERS 
 
U3A London Region 
 
Institute of Historical Research 
 
Raphael Samuel History Centre 
 
Cheshire Archives and Local Studies 
 
London Metropolitan Archives 
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TECHNICAL PLAN 
 
 
Summary of digital outputs and digital technologies 
 

• c. 2,500 transcriptions of petitions marked up in XML, including structural, semantic and taxonomic 
tagging; the semantic tagging will include people, place and gender. 

• New publication of the transcriptions on British History Online (BHO), with some contextual/editorial 
material. 

• A standalone website in Drupal 8.0, containing the transcriptions, ancillary content such as blog posts 
and contextual material, and a rich search interface using Apache Solr. 

 
 
Technical methodology 
 
The petitions will be professionally transcribed in plain text files, one per petition, with a defined format in 
terms of line breaks and tabs. The IHR Digital team will then use Python to add basic structural data. The PI 
and PDR will go through the transcriptions adding topic-based tagging from their own taxonomy. The IHR 
team will then run natural language processing (NLP) software to try to identify people and places via entity 
recognition, probably using Python Natural Language Toolkit Library (other software may be additionally 
used for comparison). 
 
For BHO ingest much of the rich tagging will be unused but will be left in the files as it has potential for 
development in the future; the files will be concatenated and organised into publications, in consultation 
with the PI. The bespoke project website will be designed around the structure of the petitions and the 
search functionality will be developed after careful discussion about potential user journeys. The XML 
elements will be mapped onto fields in the new Drupal database and the text can then be imported.  
 
After the transcription stage the XML files will be kept under version control using Git, which will also 
enable the PI and PDR to work from the same repository as the IHR team. 
 
Finally, an alternative version of the corpus will be created in which the spelling will be standardised using 
VARD 2 (http://ucrel.lancs.ac.uk/vard, free for academic research). This version will not be used for BHO or 
main search facilities on the project website, but will be available to be shared with the U3A/CALS 
volunteers and text-mined by the PI. 
 
 
Technical support and relevant experience 
 
The IHR team has decades of experience of working on similar projects. The BHO team will be closely 
involved and will handle the import into their digital library. The core team is essentially the same as that 
which produced the British and Irish Furniture Makers Online website (https://bifmo.data.history.ac.uk), 
which has close similarities in terms of functionality to the bespoke site. The IHR team will be available to 
advise the PI on technical issues throughout the project. 
 
 
Preservation, sustainability and use 
 
British History Online is a rare example of a self-funding, sustainable academic resource. It was launched in 
2002 and its premium content model covers server and staff costs. The bespoke website will form a part of 
the suite of IHR Digital’s websites, to which the IHR has an institutional commitment to maintain 
indefinitely, but in addition the project budget includes the cost of hosting and maintenance for the first 
five years. All IHR websites are backed up daily and copies are transferred to tape and kept offsite. 



21 
 

 
The XML texts will be downloadable from the bespoke website, alongside contextual and technical 
information (such as the schema used) to allow and encourage reuse and repurposing. They will be 
distributed under a Creative Commons Attribution-ShareAlike 3.0 (CC-BY-SA) licence 
(creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/3.0/). 
 
 
Example of XML markup 
 
(For a photograph of the manuscript petition and non-XML transcription, see ‘Visual Evidence’ attachment) 
 
<?xml version="1.0" encoding="iso-8859-1" standalone="no"?> 
<petition> 
<reference><repository>Worcestershire Archives</repository>, 
<itemNumber>1/1/7/72</itemNumber></reference> 
<date year="1610" /> 
<topic type="poor relief" /> 
<para id="p1">To <recipient>the right worships his Majesties Justices of the<br /> 
peace for the <place>Countie of worcester</place></recipient></para> 
<para id="p2">the humble peticion of <petitioner gender="f">Joyce<br /> 
Marson</petitioner> of <place>Holt</place></para> 
<para id="p3">Shewing that shee was unlawfully begatt with<br /> 
child by <name gender="m">Rowland lloyd</name> one of <name gender="m"><title>Sir</title> Henry 
Bromleyes</name> men whoe<br /> 
is since fledd forth of the Country and that<br /> 
the said peticioner hath sould and dispended all<br /> 
that ever shee was by anie meanes able to make<br /> 
and hath had noe place of abod but some times<br /> 
in one place and some tymes in another place<br /> 
and cannot gett anie part of a howse where shee<br /> 
may labour for maintenance for her self and her<br /> 
poore infant</para> 
<para id="p4">humbly Craveth your good worships that<br /> 
yt would please your good worships that<br /> 
some order may be taken for the<br /> 
petitioner above and this for<br /> 
godes Love</para> 
<para id="p5"><response>the parish must kepe the Childe and a precept<br /> 
To the overseers</response></para> 
</petition> 
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Example of a typical local petition: 
Joyce Marson of Holt (Worcestershire) petitions for support, 1610 

 
 
Photograph of the manuscript petition: 
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Text transcription of manuscript petition: 
 
(Note that this transcription includes archival metadata in square brackets and XML tagged elements 
highlighted in red, for details of which see the ‘Technical Plan’.) 
 
[reference: Worcestershire Archives, 1/1/7/72] 
[date: 1610] 
[topic: poor relief] 
 
To the right worships his Majesties Justices of the 
peace for the Countie of worcester 
 
the humble peticion of Joyce 
Marson of Holt 
 
Shewing that shee was unlawfully begatt with 
child by Rowland lloyd one of Sir Henry Bromleyes men whoe 
is since fledd forth of the Country and that 
the said peticioner hath sould and dispended all 
that ever shee was by anie meanes able to make 
and hath had noe place of abod but some times 
in one place and some tymes in another place 
and cannot gett anie part of a howse where shee 
may labour for maintenance for her self and her 
poore infant 
 
humbly Craveth your good worships that 
yt would please your good worships that 
some order may be taken for the 
petitioner above and this for 
godes Love 
 
[response:] the parish must kepe the Childe and a precept 
to the overseers 
 

 


