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An overstruck token, broken dies and a controversial will: the 

story of Gabriell Woodroofe of Great Yarmouth 

Adrian Marsden  

 

A farthing token with an overtype of Gabriell Woodrife of Great Yarmouth (figure 1, 

Williamson Norfolk 350) overstruck on another token recently surfaced in trade that 

looked to have enough detail of the undertype to enable identification. Its appearance 

led to an investigation by the author into the career of the issuer, an investigation that 

has uncovered some interesting facts on Gabriell Woodroofe, grocer of Great 

Yarmouth(1). 

 

 

 

 

 

   

      Fig. 1: Farthing token of Gabriell Woodrife, overstruck on an earlier issue. 

The six o’clock die axis of the overtype is one of the two axes, six o’clock and twelve 

o’clock, so far noted for the issue. On both sides the central designs of Woodroofe’s 

token are clear although, on the reverse, faint lines around the GW are clearly the 

remains of a shield. Of the overtype obverse legend the letters GABRIELL W[...] are 

visible, a die flaw running through the letters B and R. Other letters, the remains of the 

undertype follow on from the W; these can be seen to read LONG SV[...]. The overtype 

reverse legend OF NORTH YARMOVTH is mostly visible although some remains of 

the undertype survive; a small rosette occupies the space where the R of YARMOVTH 

should be and the remains of the letters FRA[...] follow on from the rosette.  

With these details read it was no difficult matter to work out the undertype, an issue of 

Francis Cory of Long Sutton, Lincolnshire, dated 1663 (Williamson Lincolnshire 177, 

Norweb 2969).  
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Woodroofe issued two varieties of token, the first with his surname spelled as 

WOODROOFFE (Williamson 351, Norweb 3358) on the obverse and the second as 

WOODRIFE (Williamson 350, Norweb 3359). Only one obverse die is known for each 

issue and the reverse die is common to both. What is remarkable about most examples 

of each issue studied is the increasing amount of wear exhibited on each obverse die. 

The reverse die fared a little better until, during the second issue, it too began to show 

signs of breaking up. In effect, the dies used to produce both issues were used until they 

pretty much fell apart. Given the fact that few seventeenth-century token dies were used 

to breaking point in this way and the fact that neither of Woodroofe’s issues had an 

obverse die replaced despite their increasingly damaged state we might conclude that 

their continued use was a conscious decision on the part of their issuer.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig 2: First issue with the spelling WOODROOFFE. The obverse die is beginning to 

show significant damage around the ten to twelve o’clock position. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig 3: Second issue with the spelling WOODRIFE. Both dies exhibit damage and the 

token is struck on a poorly-produced flan. 

Examples of the earlier issue are found with four different die axes, proof that there was 

a minimum of four coining runs. In fact, study of die breakdown on examples with 
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different die axes shows that there were at least five runs. As mentioned above, those 

of the second issue so far studied have either a twelve o’clock or a six o’clock die axis, 

indicating at least two coining runs. It may be that each obverse die quickly developed 

flaws but the impression given by the surviving tokens is one of several periods of 

intensive production without any interest in replacing the dies. One is led to suppose 

that Gabriell Woodroofe was not concerned with how his tokens might look but rather 

with what profit their issue might bring him(2). In the second issue of tokens, the 

overstriking of earlier, redundant pieces of other issuers and the manufacture of pieces 

on shoddily-produced blanks might even suggest a cut-price deal had been arranged. 

Or that the mint-workers, seeing the state of the dies, were not overly concerned about 

the quality of the blanks they fed into the milling machine.  

As might be expected, given the heavy die usage, Woodroofe’s tokens are very 

common. Twenty-one are known from the collections of the British Museum, the 

Fitzwilliam Museum, the Norwich Castle Museum and the Norweb and Neville Rolfe 

collections whilst eight have been recorded as metal detected finds in Norfolk. They 

turn up frequently in trade and, as reflected by Dickinson’s valuation of them in his 

price guide, are often seen in dealer’s trays and are not expensive to obtain(3).  

Some consideration of the dating of the two issues is desirable. The production date of 

the earlier issue has been placed between 1651 and 1653 by Michael Dickinson(4). 

Given the date of 1663 on the undertype of the token that features at the beginning of 

this article, it is easy to arrive at an issue date for the second of Gabriell Woodroofe’s 

tokens. Although it is possible that relatively old tokens – old stock as it were – might 

have been subject to overstriking, it is far more likely that tokens reused as blanks in 

this way were relatively new, perhaps part of an order that was surplus to requirements 

or a second order that had been subsequently cancelled. If this was the case then we can 

assume that Woodroofe’s second token was issued in 1663 or 1664.  

The difference in the production dates of the tokens – at least ten years – is a large one 

and proves that the reverse die (and possibly the obverse die) was stored in the long 

period between the production of the two issues. If the first obverse die was also placed 

in storage it was presumably deemed unfit for use when Woodroofe ordered his second 

issue around 1663 or 1664. A new obverse die was prepared. Like its predecessor it 

was used to breaking point and beyond, the reverse die also suffering significant 

damage during this period.  

It is time to consider the career of Gabriell Woodroofe. The name is sufficiently unusual 

for us to be fairly confident that the records found refer to the token issuer. The spelling 

of the surname, however, varies enormously and we must exercise some caution when 

speculating on the ways in which it was pronounced. Two variations we should be 

aware of are those of Woodrow and Woodward (and similar forms); in the seventeenth 

century there would have been significant inter-county differences in the pronunciation 
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of names like Woodroofe, Woodrow, and Woodward. The baptismal, marriage and 

burial records cited below have been tracked down by online searches(5). 

The only likely contender for the identity of the token issuer who can be found in the 

records, Gabriell Woodeward, was baptised on 14th September 1619 at Great Leigh in 

Essex, the son of Steven. The marriage of Gabriell Woodroofe to Martha Barwicke, 

widow, was recorded at Sible Hedingham St. Peter, Essex, on 27th May 1617 but, if 

they ever had a son called Gabriel, then his baptism record does not survive. A Gabriel 

Woodward was buried at Maldon St Mary Essex on 30th December 1647, presumably 

the same man. 

Gabriel Woodroofe was apprenticed to Michael Tills, grocer of Yarmouth (the issuer 

of Williamson 339, Norweb 3348), attaining his freedom in 1642(6). He married his first 

wife, Hannah Condley, a single woman, the daughter of Timothy and Kate Condley 

and the sister of John Condley (the issuer of Williamson 305, Norweb 3319-20), at 

Great Yarmouth on 30th November 1646(7).  

The couple had no fewer than eleven children of whom at least three died young. Their 

names and baptismal dates were John (12th September 1647), Eliza (12th August 1649, 

buried 7th August 1650), Gabriell (1st June 1651, buried 23rd December 1653), Hannah 

(27th February 1652/3), Mary (29th April 1655), Gabriell (27th April 1656), William (4th 

October 1657, buried 25th October 1657), Thomas (20th March 1658), Timothy (29th 

July 1660), Sara (5th September 1661), and Joseph (20th April 1663).  

The three youngest children do not feature in Woodroofe’s will discussed below and 

so, although no burial records can be found, it seems likely that they died young. One 

probable reason for the lack of evidence is that Great Yarmouth burial records for the 

years immediately after 1663 have not survived. Gabriell Woodrow, a single man and 

surely the son of Gabriel and Hannah mentioned above, was buried in St. Andrew’s 

Norwich on 9th August 1678.  

Woodroofe’s early career is unknown but he clearly set up in business as a grocer. Two 

of his apprentices achieved the freedom of Yarmouth, Thomas Newman in 1660 and 

Thomas Richmund in 1664(8). In 1660, after the Restoration of Charles II, he took up 

office as a Common Council man in the Corporation of Great Yarmouth following the 

removal of several members who were obviously regarded as inimical to the new 

regime. This reshuffle lasted two years, the visit of Commissioners to regulate 

Corporations in 1662 adding to the list of members dismissed from office(9). A few 

years later, in 1663, Gabriell Woodroofe was raised to the position of an Alderman, and 

is recorded as having taken the customary oaths in the Town Books of Yarmouth (figure 

4)(10). 
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Fig 4: Woodroofe takes the oath of an Alderman of Great Yarmouth. 

All seemed to be going well for Woodroofe. In 1668 his elder brother John, an 

Alderman like Gabriell, was elected as one of the two Bailiffs of Great Yarmouth, the 

highest position a man could hold in the town(11). The great honour of serving as Bailiff 

did, necessarily, entail considerable financial expense. Nonetheless, if a man had 

accepted to serve amongst the Aldermen of Yarmouth, it was expected that he would 

gladly – if elected – take up the office of Bailiff. 

However, when Gabriell Woodroofe was himself elected Bailiff on 29th August 1669, 

just as his brother John was preparing to stand down, his unwillingness to serve quickly 

became apparent(12). He failed to appear when summoned the following day to hear of 

his election and then, on 3rd September, in a meeting held at the Tollhouse hall five days 

after his election, Woodroofe announced that he would not accept the office. This must 

have come as something of a shock to the Corporation; aldermen were expected to fill 

the position of bailiff if chosen and reasons for Woodroofe’s refusal to accept the 

honour – apart from those based on financial considerations – are difficult to find.  

The Corporation was clearly stunned by what it must have seen as a shocking meanness 

on the part of one of its principal representatives, a refusal to fulfil unspoken obligations 

because of the financial outlay involved. It need hardly be added that it did not take 

kindly to Woodroofe’s refusal to serve as Bailiff. It dismissed the reasons he gave for 

refusing to accept the office (which are unfortunately not recorded) and immediately 

ordered that a fine of £40 be levied on Woodroofe.  

Unsurprisingly, Woodroofe was unwilling to pay up and the case dragged on for many 

months. Early in the following year, a few supporters moved that the sum be reduced 

to £30. Late in March a vote was taken in Assembly and the motion for the reduction 

roundly defeated by 34 votes to 13. Next, on 4th April, John Woodroofe intervened and 

it was agreed that Gabriell might relinquish his position as Alderman in return for the 
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‘good service’ his brother had done the Corporation during his tenure as Bailiff in the 

previous year. However, the question of the fine did not go away; eventually, on 20 th 

September 1670, John paid £30 on behalf of his brother. This is the last record of the 

matter in the Town Books; it had taken over a year to settle.  

    Fig 5: The motion to reduce Woodroofe’s fine from £40 to £30 is defeated. 

Gabriell’s refusal to serve as Bailiff obviously made his continued presence on the 

Corporation untenable. As we have seen, he had quitted his position as an Alderman on 

the Corporation in April and it was not long before he quitted Yarmouth altogether. He 

evidently moved to Bramford in Suffolk, just over fifty miles by road from Great 

Yarmouth. He made his will there on 22nd January 1673/4 and died four years later, 

being buried on 22nd August 1678 at Bramford St. Mary. His will was eventually proved 

at the Norwich Consistory Court in 1680 (figure 6)(13).  

Fig 6: The opening section of Gabriell Woodroofe’s will. 
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The will of Gabriel Woodroffe, described therein as a merchant, makes interesting 

reading. After a lengthy preamble in which he considers the uncertainty of life and 

commends his soul to God, he leaves instructions for the disposal of his worldly goods. 

Hannah must have died in the 1660s or very early 1670s since it is a second wife, 

Martha, who features as the first beneficiary. She is given five pounds, the smallness of 

the sum being explained by reference to a jointure made before her marriage to Gabriell. 

The merchant obviously believed that she had been well enough provided for. Martha 

may have had different thoughts on the matter. 

Next, John Woodroofe, Gabriell’s eldest son, is mentioned. He was to receive only ten 

pounds a year – paid in quarterly instalments – and the enigmatic passage that follows 

hints at a bitter feud between father and son (figure 7):  

The reason why I give my said son John no greater part of my estate - and why I order 

the payment thereof unto him in such manner as is abovesaid - I doubt not but he himself 

will well understand without my divulging thereof. 

Centuries later, we can only speculate on the nature of the rift between the two men and 

what had caused it. 

 

Fig 7: Woodroofe refers obliquely in his will to the treatment of his eldest son John. 

The next section of the will dictates that his married daughter Hannah Fulwood should 

have five pounds ‘in token of my affection toward her.’ The level of affection might be 

questioned when one reads, in the next passage, of the £250 pound legacy left to his 

other, unmarried, daughter Mary. Admittedly, Hannah, being married, would not have 

needed money for a dowry but, even considering this, the discrepancy between the sums 

left to the two daughters is striking. 

The last parts of the will leave the rest of Woodroofe’s estate to his two sons, Gabriell 

and Thomas, when they reach the age of twenty one, and appoint his brother John 

Woodroofe as sole executor. John is left twenty marks, a unit of account that equated 

to thirteen pounds, six shillings and eight pence. 
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The burial of the single man, Gabriell Woodroofe, at St. Andrew’s in Norwich 

mentioned above offers some food for thought, occurring as it did less than two weeks 

before the burial of his father. Did Gabriell Woodroofe senior, hearing of the death of 

the young son bearing his name, react to the news with a sudden heart-attack? We will 

never know but the closeness of the burial dates certainly invites speculation.  

There is a similar correlation of dates between the death of a Martha Woodroofe, 

presumably Gabriell’s widow, at Barking in Suffolk on the 17th June 1680 and the final 

proving of Gabriell Woodroofe’s will three days before. The will had taken a very long 

time – nearly two years – to go through the system of probate. Its contents were 

certainly controversial enough to have led to it having been bitterly contested by the 

men and women mentioned in it. Was this the case and, after it was proven, did Martha, 

shocked at the judgement, go the same way as her dead husband? Again, we will never 

know.  

The brief consideration of an overstrike of a Gabriell Woodrife token onto one of 

Francis Cory of Long Sutton has led to a deeper investigation into the issuer’s history. 

We are left with the impression of a rather difficult man who – despite his obvious 

wealth – chose not to serve his town as Bailiff and did not care that his tokens were 

struck from dies that were evidently falling apart. Readers of this bulletin will probably 

consider that this second fault was the greatest of Gabriell Woodroofe’s sins. 

Nonetheless, it remains more than likely that the close relatives who fared so badly in 

his will might not have been so bothered about the often dreadful state of the examples 

of Williamson 350 and 351 that turn up. As in so many matters, everything is relative...  

Notes and References 

1 The issuer’s name is rendered as Gabriell Woodroofe throughout this article although 

in the various records his name is spelled in an almost bewildering variety of ways. 

2 See Oddie 2016 for an excellent summary of the possible models of token production    

and the profits that might have been possible. 

3 Dickinson 1986, 170. 

4 Dickinson personal communication, 27th October 2017. 

5 At www.thegenealogist.co.uk and www.findmypast.co.uk 

6 Norfolk and Norwich Archaeological Society 1910, 74.  

7 The Christian name of Hannah is not given on either of the marriage records but it is 

clear that she was the new bride of Gabriell. 

8 Norfolk and Norwich Archaeological Society 1910, 92 and 96. 

9 Marsden 2018. 

10 Town Books of Great Yarmouth, Norfolk Record Office reference Y/C 19/8, folio 

20. 

11 See Marsden 2018 for a summary of how the Corporation of Yarmouth was elected 

and adlected. 

http://www.thegenealogist.co.uk/
http://www.findmypast.co.uk/
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12 The records of the whole story may be found in the Town Books of Great Yarmouth, 

Norfolk Record Office reference Y/C 19/8, running from folio 119. 
13 Available at Norfolk Record Office on Microfilm 423, will 131 Bishop. 
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