IEREHR BT ZHE 7 AR

e 2]
REWERE

R OB ALK, RHATALHORNEINALTER. RE2MF LR
e, REBEESHRABHATEARSNOZEXNLEMHT, ARTCLEEL
MFEREDRMENRSEA, FRAINLFEAM AHRERERAZA, &
MT =AM A, BPERE. AN, RERATHELORES LB A TRTY
Sh A By, RERTRBATA LSRR, AT EEA LERERARY ¥
MEHEARREEEREAXRGRARAR, LAAZLAZAHR HARAHIELE S
A EE AR

XBiR: ERFH S5 R BE ZEZ

AR — RN, 2 HEA—MHE2IER, EH2SIRA AT T2 T 2 1R A &
M. EAEZHRRMIEEST, LPLRSHRRANE ., TBFEEBMHRI L. %
EfERH AL EREENERZ — EERRAHSNIERE N THENL M ERKES
. FE2H, HEEMNEHITE THITNFERSTFRIOZGEH, Lem, 48T R
MEHHELSHPERERERE, RASHESHNEEHE, “KENBTHEH T KEH
HMERE. ERRTERE, BERTABNEELLSPBEREE, BishEML
BT e A 82 S SR 2, A BN +E 2 R 58 9B B ARz .

E WA AR B FE, SAMERZMRTERR S AZ NRB LT ERR,
PAMIETS SEi sE BRI 2 7 vE ST A T o A0 SR 22 B T R 3 S DU AN R s AR A S — s
M7 e 03T (provincial capitals Bk regional centers) M#A %M. M BHFE/R. HEH
g B &Y, /MK (small towns BY small market towns) N—3F; A FHH O3k
WA NG MR AART T E R —E. ' HTEAFR, EAHRBENTR MR
ITEE, AR TENEBRINT, BRE ZHAHL SELREHIHSH B 2RI

£ 1500 2 J5, MERENBREEK, REZCREEA—- M ETEERE LXERE
MR, KT - BEEHT (David H. Sacks) FIETE/R - k& (Michael Lynch) £#|H1R#E
FEEFEWHER TR HMEMR T EEREBAIARERG, EERREA5 HuT. °

F—. 1520-1700 4 KEHHAO (B1L: 5)

VB RAEF (GESBURALY, JbE BEHARK, 1988 F; AR, BB ES: (PEIALS (B
)Y, . MR, 2006 4.

P ZRERY: GEeHERNBNTERS P EY, JbE: S%HE MR, 2005 5, TR - 8UR: (8
HHR R——r i B E A5 S h4), ZEEWE, HREFR, b 1R F0E M, 2010
.
P50 2R, REBWABNEENEERZANTREN. E 9L, ERACKMPERHEAER
—ANETFEZ (Urban Nation) %5 . 2 W Christopher Chalkin, The Rise of the English Town, 1650-1850,
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2001, p.76.

P HED (ports). FEMRIRIN (resorts B spas) FIHTISIKI (dockyard towns) =RAERH LM, HAD
ML, HTRAFRFE (MEEHSHXE. EFRES) MEWHAT HEARE GRS, KL
ENEENES, BAHEEERESARIAT =S, SR, TREA DS, 755k
AR ZRYH, RTFRTHERR SO EMEKE, 201 Peter Clark and Paul Slack, English Towns in Transition
1500-1700, London: Oxford University Press, 1976; Edited by Peter Clark, The Cambridge Urban History of
Britain, Volume 2, 1540-1840, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2000.

° B a[% L Edited by Peter Clark, The Cambridge Urban History of Britain, Volume 2, 1540-1840, p.384.

36



1520 4 1600 4 1700 4

(4 5.5 & 20 ©¥% 57.5
i 1.2 agEE 1.5 R 3.0
i BHFFER 1.0 A BHFER 1.2 A7 BEHER 2.1

) 0.8 S 1.2 5 1.2
R ER 0.8 R 0.8 KRRER 1.4
EPE 0.7 B E 0.6 EPE 0.5-0.7
AFHIR 0.5 A-FH/R 1.0 AEHR 1.6

31520 %, RBIRAEANOLES 5 A, A 1.2 A ARKEESNME 1 5 AN BT
HRHSRBEEAKR, BEERRFAOELHAEL/R, EE5RMMEELRT 10 £5.
E3] 1700 FF, RFERA 50 ZHAO, MHLETSHFRTREZAT I FA, 154
HEEARF—EFRAET T . IREH0E, SOBEME, £308 22 MT 8 LLRE /MR T K
ik, HARHERELEZ HHAEKN “BER” (Giant City).

STCHBATHI A, L A TR AR A A BT A S MO RRAE, IR FRAIR X —
AR

s, WEUAMNRE, AOTAN SEREM” BE, BRNRLERM BN S, H
AR A RIS R 16 8 F) 18 .

—\ 16 BB MBI URER

KT 16 HLLFHSEIRA, EERHEHBIEIER (Lay Subsidy Roll) fEfEN
BAREEEMEENIEE. HEHE (Lay Subsidy) £—FF “Filk (Taxation)”, 12
e, 217 HEFABEHE K EEENTRHRELREBRNFIENTZ, 8K
R R EE B A e AR . A 1332 455, AT EMIERGE R KB RE Tk, AR
REH SN EETR . ACFEEEHIR 1541 ERBAHBFBIERI R,

1641 SER IR H B &, RIERIZB AR O T=H 1/40. SHREF77H 1/20. H#b
PEOMERT 1/20 BIELBIAERE) . RERXMIEFF R ELEFE LN ER, BEXCLEBRTA
RN BBV FAT EEHE FEE . RES—A. BIASH~ 2R3 4
25, BATTUAKGE T B3 240 8 M 7= 2 BRI .

1541 FER B AN & e R B XS 3000 & A (HH™) FRFEHMRE (St
WED #EAT T IR, HhaHE 2700 REIPIEE 2 AT (B 464, AR 700 Bi4hsk
EVPM. ‘B TEPHBAEENEERS T ABTMSSEAR (—HRE 116D °, BEARE
BERECEIRR, STEATHEN B 40 S A A S = BRI KRR, RSP R R g0, B
AR SR HE PR s N — B R . FRY, B FRBEEFERENIEAD, Kb
RZ ARG IMNE, XL AR =R, FTERH A B8 BB RO 20 3048 2 e AR A0 IR T & /0 i
WL, BITTREGER, A CHARIX LN ENN BT R,

TAWEM R IE R AT 1541 FRRFPRAGRK (vard) HIRMZIFEARITHE, B

! Peter Clark and Paul Slack, English Towns in Transition 1500-1700, p.62.

> %, Maurcen Jurkowski, Carrie Smith and David Crook, Lay Taxes in England and Wales 1188-1688, London:
PRO Publications, 1998,

3 2 Il Edited by R. G. Lang, Two Tudor Subsidy Assessment Rolls for the City of London- 1541 and 1582, London:
London Record Society, 1993,

* Tbid.

5 Ibid., Introduction, p.15.

37




BARRNERBIT.
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BAP= (X S
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Aldersgate 32 24 10 6 72
Aldgate 35 30 10 0 75
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An Exploration on London Social stratifications in Early

Modern

Abstract: Social stratifications in London’s urban society in early modern transformed from
polarization to three-stratification structure, when the middle orders rose between the elites who
control most of the social wealth with very few people, and the lower orders who occupied most
of the total population but had no or few wealth. And with the transformation of social
stratifications, the urban topography and plan changed. The special rich-wards and the poor-wards
emerged, and the distinction between them became more evident in positions and building
feathers.

Keywords: Early modern; Social stratifications; London; England
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