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HALEWOOD was the largest township of the pre-nineteenth 
century Childwall parish (see Fig. i): approximately three 

miles in length and two miles in breadth with an area of over 3,800 
acres. 1 This size is most useful; the township is small enough to 
permit a study of its population and even individual families, yet 
large enough for community association and action to be 
apparent. The parish, as many in north-west England, was quite
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extensive and so the township became the smallest local unit, the 
area to be identified with, the place to belong to.

As a community Halewood had certain disadvantages. Ditton 
Brook and the smaller Rams Brook provided in part the town 
ship's boundaries, but otherwise geographical features were not 
particularly distinctive. There was no one nucleus of settlement, 
but rather a scattered pattern predominated. The greater part of 
the township lay within the one manor of Halewood belonging 
to the Earl of Derby, yet the southern, smaller part of the town 
ship was part of the Aspinwall family's manor of Hale; and 
even an ecclesiastical division existed. The north and west of 
the township was the direct responsibility of the parochial church 
at Childwall whilst the south and east of the township lay within 
the chapelry of Hale. 2 Contemporary terminology of 'Halewood 
North End' and 'Halebank End' reflect this church/chapel 
division.

Yet the size of population and the volume of administration 
required from it, together with a relatively isolated geographical 
situation fostered community identity. The township was a low 
lying area bordering on the River Mersey, but with no very good 
anchorage and, therefore, not greatly affected by this coastline. 
The roads were not much more than local trackways; the main 
two being north to south through the township from Prescot to 
Hale (and possibly to the ford across the Mersey that was in use 
certainly in the mid-seventeenth century and later), and east to 
west from Halebank End of the township to Much Woolton, 
Childwall and on to Liverpool. 3

At one time the township deserved its name of Hale's wood, 
but by the sixteenth century it was cleared largely of timber and 
had become quite a favourable agricultural area with a reason 
able soil and a climate that was mild at least for Lancashire. 4 
The great majority of buildings in the early eighteenth century 
were domestic structures and their associated outbuildings  
perhaps about ninety in all, which were distributed singly through 
out the township except for small concentrations near Halewood 
Green and the centre of Halebank. 5 (See Fig. 2). Contemporaries 
referred to two-thirds of the buildings as houses and the remainder 
as cottages. Presumably in this area most structures were timber 
framed possibly on a sandstone foundation and certainly one 
yeoman lived in a moated property beside Higher Lane. 6 In 
addition to the domestic accommodation there were at least two 
alehouses, a windmill on Halewood Green, a watermill on Ditton 
Brook, a pinfold near the junction of Higher Lane and Macket's 
Lane and a tithe barn part way along the lane leading to the 
Hutte. This was the fourteenth-century moated residence of the
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FIGURE 2 HALEWOOD 1700-1725.

Sources: 1721-5 surveys of Halewood, 1803 Enclosure map, 
1843 Tithe map, 1849 O.S. 6" map

Ireland family that had been abandoned in the late seventeenth 
century in favour of the recently renovated Hale Hall. The 
Hutte's gatehouse continued to function as a farm, and the wind 
mill and watermill there may have continued in operation. 7

THE PEOPLE

Over just a short period of time, 1700-1725, and in an area 
as confined as Halewood township all references to individual 
people can be itemised and analysed. Person identification from 
available documentation8 can lead to partial family recon- 
stitution and to individuals being located. To identify more 
precisely Halewood's inhabitants during the first quarter of the 
eighteenth century this process was carried backwards to about 
1650 and forwards to about I75O.9 In mid 1700 a total popula 
tion for the township of 602 people can be accounted for 
(although clearly very recent arrivals and departures are probably
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omitted, and women are probably under-represented). This 
same process carried out for 1725 produced a known population 
of 655 people: the increase being reflected in both male and 
female numbers and representing a net increase of about two 
people annually or 0-3 per cent. To contemporaries their com 
munity must have seemed almost static.

Allowing for its defects, this person identification does appear 
to locate more people than other near sources, 10 and does make 
available other demographic details about the community. In 
both 1700 and 1725 the distribution of Halewood's population by 
age demonstrates similar patterns. In 1700 of the 569 people of 
known age11 only 22 were over 55 years of age, whilst 171 or 
about 30 per cent were less than 15 years old. By 1725 this 
child element in the population had risen slightly to 32 per cent. 
Also by this date there is a noticeable increase in the proportions 
in the older age groups more people in their 6os and four people 
over 75 years of age. Possibly this feature may be attributable 
to better identification at the later date 645 people, but maybe 
other factors were at work as well. Another interesting feature 
in both 1700 and 1725 was the almost equal reduction in 
numbers of both the male and female populations in their 2os and 
305. Women may have had the hazards of childbirth, but men 
must have been less healthy or more vulnerable to occupational 
accidents or more likely to seek employment away from the town 
ship to account for the similar age structure.

In 1700 there is trace of 97 married couples, but of these 24 
had no children living at home either they never had children, 
or none survived, or the surviving children had left home. A very 
close pattern emerged in 1725 with nearly one-quarter of married 
couples living alone, having considerable consequences for inheri 
tance, tenancies and employment in the area. Where there were 
children living at home they usually existed in quite small num 
bers; in 1700 children averaged 3 to a family and by 1725 this 
number had reduced slightly to 2-5 children. There were excep 
tions, of course, five families of 7 children and one of 10 in 1700, 
and four of 7, two of 8, and one of 9 children in 1725, but the 
small family unit was more usual. There were also quite a number 
of one-parent families: in 1700 just over one-quarter and in 
1725 just under one-quarter of all households with children.

Harder to identify and locate are the spinsters and bachelors, 
but such evidence as is available, particularly from wills, indicates 
that they lived usually with parents until they married in their 
teens, their 203 or 305, or that they lived with close relatives such 
as brothers or sisters who might or might not have been married. 
One imagines that single people might have had accommodation
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provided also at their places of work. Altogether it would seem 
unlikely that many people lived alone. Taking all available 
information together there were perhaps 133 separate households 
in Halewood in 1700 34 of them with no children helping to 
create an average of 4-6 persons per household. Three generations 
existed in one household probably only when one grandparent 
lived there. More likely a child would have an aunt or an uncle 
living with the family than a grandparent. Large extended 
families certainly were uncommon as domestic groups. How 
ever, with only about ninety domestic buildings known in Hale- 
wood evidently more than one family may have shared property. 
The larger houses may have had also adjoining cottages or 
domestic accommodation amongst their outbuildings.

The validity of all demographic figures is questioned clearly 
by the degree of mobility into and out of Halewood. It has been 
claimed that through death or movement to other areas one 
family lived rarely more than three generations in one place,12 
and in any case mobility is notoriously difficult to trace. Fortu 
nately in the early eighteenth century Halewood was surprisingly 
isolated as no major road passed through it and no dramatic 
change affected its economy. Nonetheless, it proved impossible 
to trace females through their changing names at marriage. How 
ever, about 33 per cent of the families of male heads of house 
holds in 1700 had been in Halewood for over one hundred 
years, 45 per cent for over fifty years and 70 per cent for over 
twenty-five years. Of the 30 per cent of families that had arrived 
in the previous twenty-five years at least half had come from 
other townships in Childwall parish, no more than six miles 
away.

Migration out of the township was also limited. Loss of 
families was mainly through death; nearly all of the relatively 
new households in 1700 were still there in 1725, only one becom 
ing extinct and four had probably moved on again. 602 people 
had been alive in 1700 and 221 of them (37 per cent) were trace 
able twenty-five years later quite a high proportion considering 
the incidence of marriage and/or death. Because of the Dissent 
ing and Catholic minorities in the population tracing marriages 
is not particularly easy, but 118 marriages altogether have been 
identified during the twenty-five years period. Clearly the identifi 
cation is biased in favour of the local area, but, nonetheless, the 
results are fairly decisive:

in 45 per cent of marriages both partners came from Halewood 
in 43 per cent of marriages one partner came from Halewood and the 

other from another township in Childwall parish
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in 12 per cent of marriages one partner came from Halewood and the 
other from another parish, and even then usually from not far away  
Liverpool, Prescot, Walton, West Derby, Runcorn.

This apparent lack of mobility is somewhat surprising and con 
trasts with other areas where possibly 30 per cent or more of 
marriages involved a partner from another parish. 13

The incidence of the known marriages was mostly evenly 
distributed throughout the twenty-five years' period; the greatest 
number being eight in one year. 1708 to 1715 saw a slight decline 
in the marriage totals that was probably a reflection of a declining 
birth rate in the i68os. More marriages were celebrated in the 
winter months, October to February, than during the remainder 
of the year, perhaps because of the agricultural economy of the 
area. There is some evidence also that the seasons of the year, 
particularly Lent, when the Church discouraged marriage were 
usually avoided,14 again an indication of the rather conservative 
character of the region. In some instances, that clearly favour 
individuals from Halewood township and Childwall parish, age 
at first marriage is known. The average age of men was 27 years 
and for women 24-5 years, but if the first five years of the period 
are taken separately (1700-1704) the average age at marriage 
for women was 25-5 years and by the last five years (1721- 
1725) it had fallen to 22-5 years. These figures are based on an 
admittedly small sample,15 but if this trend were maintained 
later into the eighteenth century, it clearly is a factor of important 
demographic significance.

In about one-fifth of known marriages the bride was evidently 
pregnant at the time of marriage. This proportion is quite low 
when compared with some other areas,16 and possibly corresponds 
with the low rate of illegitimacy in Halewood. Usually the first 
child was born during the first eighteen months of marriage and 
certainly not later than two years after marriage. In only a 
twenty-five years' period conclusions are tentative but in mar 
riages taking place between 1700 and 1704 an average of five 
children were born before 1725, all of whom, of course, may 
not have survived. From available evidence exactly the same 
number of husbands as wives died first to end the marriage. The 
pressure to remarry for individuals with young children must 
have been considerable, yet details of this are hard to distinguish. 
Certainly some widowers remarried within months of the death 
of their wife, whilst others not until several years later. In at 
least 30 per cent of known marriages it was the second or third 
time for one partner.

Between 1700 and 1725, 461 live births are known in Hale-
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wood: the birth rate was relatively stable with a very slight 
increase becoming discernible towards 1725 (see Fig. 3). Assum 
ing that baptism took place within one month of birth (as, in fact, 
it did at Childwall during 1700 when the dates of both birth and 
baptism were recorded) then little seasonal pattern is evident 
with these births. At Childwall, simply because registrations seem

25- ' ... 

20-

baptisms 
ID 

S'

1671 1691 1711 1731

FIGURE 3 HALEWOOD BAPTISMS AND BURIALS BASED ON 5-YEAR 
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clearest, about four per cent of recorded children were still-born, 
although this may well be an under-representation. During the 
twenty-five years' period five sets of twins were recorded from the 
township their incidence being one in ninety-one live births. 
Three sets of twins, all girls, survived at least early childhood. 

At this same time there is evidence of nine illegitimate births, 
including one of the sets of twins. This represents an illegitimacy 
rate of one in fifty-seven births, 1-8 per cent, an incredibly low 
rate. Some texts refer to a rate of 5-0 per cent as being 'low',17 
yet a comparable figure with that in Halewood has been found 
also for a rural area of Shropshire in the early eighteenth century.18 
Baptisms in general appear to be relatively well recorded with the 
presence of very few other children becoming apparent from 
wills and other documentation, and amongst the township 
records there is clearly an anxiety to record the parentage of 
illegitimate children presumably to ensure avoidance of future 
financial liabilities. In eight of the nine cases of illegitimacy the 
father's name is known and in seven instances they came from 
Halewood; two of the fathers were married already. One imagines 
Robert Ives caused something of a local scandal when he 
fathered two illegitimate children to different women in 1719, 
and then left a considerable financial burden to the township 
when he died in 1720. Most mothers of illegitimate children 
remained in Halewood for at least several years after the birth



22 J. E. Hollinshead

of their children. If they left their chance of maintenance from 
the father and/or the township was much reduced.

Virtually all children born between 1700 and 1725 are identifi 
able by name. John, Thomas, William and James were the out 
standingly popular boys' names, although thirty-two different 
names are known to have been used. The list of girls' names is 
headed by Mary, Elizabeth, Anne and Ellen out of a total of 
twenty-five different names. Evidence of 'fashion' in names is 
not readily discernible in the township. It could be claimed that 
William, Anne and Elizabeth represent Protestant and royal 
associations, but then James clearly had Catholic overtones. More 
likely most naming reflects the rather conservative nature of the 
whole area. There was a strong preference for biblical names  
Joseph, David, Jonathan, Nehemiah or Martha, Margaret, 
Rachel and Rebecca, with even the few more uncommon names 
appearing not as a turn of inventiveness or independence by the 
parents, but as the use of a well established family name. Very 
frequently children were named after their parents and grand 
parents. One David Hall had three sons all baptised 'David' 
between 1717 and 1723 as the first two survived for only a few 
months each. There had been a David and/or Thomas in the 
Hall family for at least eight generations since the first half of 
the sixteenth century.

In a community the size of Halewood the entire population 
must have been aware of death amongst its residents. From the 
parochial registers it would seem that about 16 per cent of 
children died as infants, that is before they were twelve months 
old, and in about equal proportions boys and girls. These infant 
deaths appear to occur once or twice in many, but not in all, 
families, and in only a few cases was there a persistence of infant 
deaths in the same family. Such precise dating as is available 
indicates that the first few days of life were the most vulnerable. 
From the ages of twelve months to fifteen years, however, boys 
were twice as likely to die as girls, perhaps they were less resistant 
to disease and also more likely to meet accidents. The child and 
infant deaths together account for the mortality of just over one 
in four of all children. There is no evidence that the same disease 
carried away several children from any one family: individual 
deaths seem to have had their individual causes.

The general death rate does demonstrate a slight decline during 
the first part of the eighteenth century after particularly 'bad' 
years in the 16703 and i68os. There were obviously annual 
fluctuations with 'bad' years in 1710, 1713 and 1719 when the 
number of deaths was at least twice that of the previous year, 
and then 1722-4 was a further period of high death rates. During
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the summer months of July, August and September the death 
rate usually declined, with the exception of August 1719. Then 
normally there was a slightly increasing rate from October to 
January followed by another rise to the worst months from 
February to May. These high late winter and spring totals are 
probably partly explained by deteriorated and exhausted winter 
food supplies. Specific causes of death are nowhere mentioned 
but one may speculate that the 'winter' diseases such as diphtheria, 
smallpox, typhus and influenza were amongst the more usual 
causes of death, with the fevers being more likely during the 
summer months. Plague by the early eighteenth century was 
probably no longer a major killer. Also speculation might sug 
gest that by the first quarter of the eighteenth century the intro 
duction of potato growing into Lancashire from about 1680 
onwards was providing a storable food that helped slowly to 
reduce the winter death rate. 19

THEIR LIVELIHOOD

For the great majority of Halewood's population their township 
was the area of their economic activity. Well over half of the 
known male occupations in both 1700 and 1725 were con 
nected directly with agriculture the men being recorded as 
yeomen, husbandmen or labourers20 (see Table i). Nearly one- 
quarter of the occupations involved processing the produce of 
the land in some way the miller, the butcher, the tanner, the 
weaver; and nearly another quarter were employed in servicing 
their local agricultural community the carpenter, the black 
smith, the wheelwright, the tailor. There were few exceptions to 
this interdependent pattern: Richard Sutton a mariner and 
Richard Almond the Much Woolton schoolmaster who lived in 
Halewood were two. Yet even these men and the various crafts 
men were not divorced from agriculture. Every surviving probate 
inventory from the early eighteenth century records some animals 
and/or crops and items of agricultural equipment regardless of 
the stated occupation of the deceased. Whilst this integrated 
occupational structure remained fairly constant there were small 
modifications becoming apparent. By 1725 one shopkeeper was 
recorded in the township and four men were involved in making 
tools and parts for the watch and clock industry.

The core of the community was clearly the farmers, yet the 
contemporary terms of 'yeoman' and 'husbandman' are some 
what elusive. They were not used in any interchangeable sense, 
but wealth was not the distinguishing feature. A husbandman, 
Roger Ireland, had the lowest probate inventory valuation
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TABLE i Male Occupations in Halewood
7700

65% Agricultural Workers Yeomen, husbandmen, 
labourers

16% Processing & Service Workers Millers, butchers, tanners, 
weavers, innkeepers

16% Craftsmen Carpenter, joiner, tailor, 
shoemaker, wheelwright

Professional Schoolmaster

Occupation dependent on Mariner 
commerce outside Halewood

1725

5°i%

22%

Agricultural Workers

Processing & Service

Yeomen, husbandmen, 
labourers

Butchers, tanners, weavers,
Workers skinners, innkeepers, 

shopkeepers

Craftsmen Carpenter, joiners, tailors, 
coopers, shoemakers, 
wheel and millwrights

6% Occupation dependent on
commerce outside Halewood

Watch springmakers, 
watch toolmakers

amongst the farmers at nearly £ 11, yet he was followed by a 
yeoman, Robert Ireland, with goods valued at about £14  
whilst the highest valuation went to another husbandman, 
Thomas Johnson, at over £151. In fact, the average valuations 
for both groups were only a few shillings different. 21 Possibly, 
therefore, terms of tenure and/or size of acreage under cultivation 
provided the essential characteristics. Fragmentary records refer 
to estates of ten, twelve, seventeen and twenty-eight acres, whilst 
small tenements could have four, five or six acres, 22 and certainly 
within this structure a degree of subletting took place. However, 
what is clear is that the range of wealth within the farming com 
munity was considerable, amongst quite a small group engaged 
in apparently the same type of agriculture.

The combination of climate and a fairly fertile soil had by the 
sixteenth century created a pattern of mixed farming in Halewood 
that predominated still in the early eighteenth century an un 
spectacular but possibly 'safe' system of agriculture. Wheat, 
barley, oats, hay, peas, beans, vetches and potatoes are mentioned
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as crops; the variety suggesting that much was grown perhaps for 
home or very local consumption by family and animals. Orchards 
and vegetable plots existed adjacent to most properties. Many 
fanners produced also smallish quantities of flax and hemp, some 
qualities for rope, twine and sacking and others for canvas and 
other types of cloth. Clearly sufficient flax was cultivated to 
support, in part at least, the eight linen weavers who operated 
in the township between 1700 and 1725. About half of the 
probate inventories record spinning wheels which must have 
produced yarn for individual use and to supply the weavers.

Crop cultivation, however, did not dominate agriculture: all 
inventories mention animals albeit in greatly varying quantities. 
Poultry in small numbers existed in many households and the 
most recorded together was Henry Lathom's fourteen geese and 
three hens; and most families had one or two pigs and a horse. 
Two or three farmers apparently bred horses in a modest way. 
The livestock kept in any quantity were cattle, yet even here not 
exceeding twenty-four in one herd. Contemporary interest and 
appreciation of these animals is evident when sometimes they 
were identified by name and valued individually.23 The numbers 
of cattle and the references to butter, cheese and dairying equip 
ment suggest that dairy production was designed to meet more 
than family requirements. The greatest valuation of cheese was 
£44 worth, and the greatest quantity recorded twenty-five 
hundredweights which was worth a mere £ig. 24 Storage for 
maturing of these cheeses must have necessitated a separate room 
for many farmers, although there is no specific mention of this 
and William Cooke certainly kept £7 worth of cheese 'in his 
parlour'. For some individuals over twenty per cent of their 
inventory valuation lay in their cheese. 25 These men must have 
sought markets for their produce some distance from Halewood; 
perhaps local or regional factors arranged this business.

Cheese may have been the cash product, but the extent to 
which farmers depended solely on agriculture for their livelihood 
is unclear. It is possible that some of them at least followed 
subsidiary or by-employments particularly at slacker times of the 
year spinning, woodwork, thatching, basket making, fishing all 
seem likely, although evidence for them is virtually non-existent. 
Even the extent to which the so called craftsmen depended on 
their crafts is uncertain. They all had quite an investment in 
farming and probably were engaged in dual employment. For 
some crafts such as joinery, tailoring or shoemaking, the capital 
outlay on equipment was very small at times only a few 
shillings. Other crafts, however, did require rather more in 
terms of equipment and materials. William Potter, a linen
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weaver, had four looms, cloth being woven and nearly £150 
worth of flax and yarn stored about the house as well as £46 
worth of flax 'out for spinning'. 20 The tanners, likewise, had 
money tied up in some equipment, in oak bark and in leather at 
various stages in a tanning process that could last two or three 
years. 27 Clearly, therefore, there were different grades of crafts 
men, but their success and wealth in Halewood is difficult to 
distinguish from their agricultural prosperity. None of them was 
significantly wealthier than the more prosperous fanners, and for 
many craftsmen it is difficult to imagine that the immediate 
locality provided an inexhaustible or expanding market.

The four men involved in the watch tool and part making 
provided a new and interesting development. Two of them were 
watch spring makers and two made tools. 28 All four, however, 
came from long established Halewood families and so had per 
haps learned their specialist skills as apprentices in the Liverpool 
or Prescot areas where watch and clock making had made con 
siderable progress in the second half of the seventeenth century. 29 
The materials and tools used by these craftsmen came from an 
industry organised outside Halewood, and for the township this 
was a significant economic development heralding greater regional 
commercial dependence in the future.

Only a small proportion of Halewood's workforce was engaged 
in providing any form of consumer service for the community. 
Without an ecclesiastical building, the local alehouses provided 
the principal meeting places in the township and they were used 
by the manor court, the constables, the supervisors of the high 
ways and the overseers of the poor. At the beginning of the 
eighteenth century there was at least one alehouse at each ' End' 
of the township probably on the site of the present 'Eagle and 
Child' at Halewood North End and the 'Cock and Trumpet' at 
Halebank End. Possibly additional temporary provision operated 
from time to time. These alehouses may have served as bases for 
itinerant merchants and pedlars, although the only references to 
this type of activity were in the i66os.30 By this date the 
permanent shop was appearing in some rural areas81 and by 
1680 such a shop did exist in the neighbouring township of Hale.32 
By the early 17005 Robert Wiswall 'a shopkeeper' was in business 
in Halewood, although no inventory exists to list the contents 
of his shop: a small development, but a further erosion of the 
township's insularity.

Least of all is known about the group of people who worked 
as labourers and servants. Possibly they were quite mobile over 
short distances and generally lived at their place of work. A few 
wills make reference to one or two servants, 33 but Hale Hall a
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few miles away must have provided the greatest opportunity for 
both indoor and outdoor servants. The icferences to casual 
labourers are very infrequent with only two or three being 
employed intermittently for a few days at a time to repair the 
highways. The usual rate of pay being seven pence a day.34 The 
workforce must have included also some apprentices but surviving 
records refer only to those paupers whose apprenticeships were 
arranged by th; township. Halcwcod was very careful to ensure 
that all of these went to masters outside the township some in 
other parts of Childwall parish and others in Liverpool and 
Ormskirk. Some paupers did have the opportunity to learn a 
trade or craft such as tailoring or watch part making, whereas 
others were apprenticed to husbandmen where they can have 
been litde more than an extra hand about the farm. 35

For women no specific occupations are recorded at all, although 
it is clear that they could hold tenancies of property in their own 
names. 3 " However, as mother, wife, daughter or servant they were 
vital to the economy as together they provided half the work 
force. Without their preparation and preservation of food, drink 
and dairy produce, their spinning and sewing, their help with 
agriculture many enterprises would have become unviable. 
Virtually all of this activity is unrecorded, except for the probate 
records of widows. These reveal quite widely varying economic 
circumstances from the very poor to those widows evidently living 
quite comfortably, and apparently actively engaged in agriculture 
right up to the time of their deaths. 37 Choice of occupation was 
an unknown freedom for women but through agriculture and/or 
financial investment they could support themselves as independent 
members of the community.

THEIR WEALTH

Probate records reveal only four individuals with ready cash 
(although obviously in other cases it could have been concealed 
easily enough by relatives).

TABLE 2 Money Recorded in Halewood Probate Inventories 
7700-7725

Ready
Money

1709
1716
1717
1717

John Burscough
William Potter
John Hitchmough
Richard Almond

Carpenter
Linen Weaver
Shoemaker
Teacher

£8
£8

£3
£»

5 s
OS

OS

OS

Total Valuation 
of Inventory

£55
£268
£3 r

£35

5s
QS

3S

'5S

2d

6d
8d
od

15%

3%
10%

34%
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This general scarcity of ready money suggests that acceptance of 
bills and bonds must have been a necessity for local transactions 
to take place, and that money lending could have been an 
attractive prospect for those with available cash. Twenty-seven 
per cent of Halewood probate records do refer to money that 
was due by bond, often from relatives, and during the period 
1700 to 1725 debts ranged from £i to £i3o. 38 The best example 
of a moneylender is Elizabeth Ireland who died in 1707; she 
had been widowed three times and at the time of her death was 
living in comfortable circumstances on the interest of £276 that 
she had loaned on bills, bonds and notes. An indication of con 
temporary interest rates comes from the overseers of the poor 
who, between 1712 and 1715, recorded the interest they collected 
on bequests to the poor that had been loaned, or rather invested, 
to provide this annual interest. The three individuals concerned 
all paid compound interest at 5^ per cent. 39 Joshua Wainwright 
of Halebank even provided the township with a salutory reminder 
of what could happen to an individual overburdened with debt. 
In 1725 he was 'now prisoner in His Majesty's Gaol in Lancaster 
Castle for debt''10 he was aged thirty-five, the son of a yeoman 
with his brother's family living still in Halebank. Yet, notwith 
standing this mishap, the whole local economy must have been 
oiled and sustained by fairly readily available local credit.

Likewise inherited wealth in a stable community must have 
had a significant effect on the economy. The law provided for 
a widow's dower portion but often extra provision was made for 
her, usually provided she did not remarry. Sometimes she had 
a specified part of a house to live in; John Finch's wife was to 
have one bed, one bay of the building, the yard and the 
orchard." Provision for children was generally more extensive. 
There were careful and detailed arrangements to keep a young 
family together possibly until the youngest child reached the 
age of twenty-one. James Houghton provided 'if any of them 
prove heady, stubborn, or ill-humoured I leave it to the discretion 
of my Executors to put away and turn off the premises such child 
or children so misbehaving.' 42 Then some provision was made for 
most of the children depending on the testator's assessment of his 
wealth. Little went to married daughters but marriage portions 
were provided for other daughters, and money or property for 
all sons. Sometimes the financial amounts were modest, but a 
number were between £200 and £300." How, or if ever, these 
sums were to be paid is impossible to discover, but with only 
limited mobility such wealth usually remained hi the local com 
munity.

The probate valuations of household possessions ranged from
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£4 to £62: the differences, however, were in terms of quantity 
and availability not particularly in terms of quality. There may 
be irregularities of pricing and under-valuation, but still there is 
considerable detail of the contents of houses. The quality of tables, 
chairs, chests, shelves and other woodwork was not very high: 
most was probably locally or home made. Even so fourteen items 
of seating are recorded, which included a bench, a back stool, an 
oak chair, and black rush bottomed chairs. The beds and their 
bedding were often the most expensive items. Metal ware was 
usually identified and valued individually such as pewter, brass 
and iron ware, as also was the linen ware the bedding, table 
cloths, napkins and towels. Kitchen equipment was itemised in 
minutest detail. However, there were few household goods sug 
gesting any degree of comfort or luxury. Only two inventories 
make mention of books, one records a set of six pictures in gilded 
frames and one refers to a pair of virginals. 4 * The most common 
item of modest luxury was the clock. The first recorded individual 
ownership of a clock in Halewood was in 1689, although prior 
to this there had been several at the Hutte, including one sited in 
the roof. 45 However, by the early lyoos over half of Halewood's 
probate inventories record some kind of clock at various valuations 
up to £5.

Even with this detail of household contents some opinion of 
the actual standard of living is available only fragmentarily. The 
apparel of the deceased was recorded in all inventories and ranged 
from 5 shillings to £5; the schoolmaster, Richard Almond and a 
linen weaver, William Potter being the best dressed. Locally 
made clogs were certainly provided for the poor costing six pence 
for the largest size. They also had shoes bought for them at a 
maximum price of three shillings a pair. Clothes for the poor 
were usually hand made from locally purchased fabrics: the 
various types of linen and kersey could vary from sixteen to 
twenty-six pence per yard (although the width may well have 
been variable). Breeches, mantles and coats were made by the 
township's tailors for the poor a child's coat costing seven pence 
to make and a man's one shilling. Women's stockings at eight 
pence a pair were relatively expensive and seem to be the only 
item of clothing purchased from the shopkeeper, although he 
did sell thread, buttons, hooks and eyes necessary for sewing. 49

The township had its own midwife whose services cost about 
two shillings and six pence, and as it was possible to obtain a 
doctor's advice for the poor when necessary, one imagines he 
was available to the rest of the community. Fees spent on the 
doctor ranged from one shilling to sixteen shillings, whereas rather 
less expensive was William Plumpton, one of the alehouse keepers,
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who was paid two pence for bleeding Ellen Brown 'in her sick 
ness'. 47 Clearly professional and local expertise were used as the 
occasion required.

When this medical help failed, some of the wealthier members 
of the township could afford burial in Hale Chapel itself and 
others a gravestone in the chapelyard; the curate's fees for a 
headstone were four shillings, for a flat stone eight shillings and 
for a tomb stone ten shillings, and this did not include the 
appropriate charges of the mason.48 The overseers of the poor 
accounts provide some indications of the costs of dying one 
imagines at a minimal rate. Expenses could involve a coffin from 
the local joiner, fetching the bier, laying out the corpse, church 
and clergy dues, and bread, ale, cheese, spices and sugar for the 
refreshments. All of this usually cost between £ i and £ i i os. The 
local alehousekeeper and his wife operated as the local under 
takers on several occasions at least. A couple of times a small 
amount was spent at the alehouse when the deceased's goods were 
sold presumably to defray expenses.49 With labourers' wages at 
seven pence daily, even modest capital outlay was beyond the 
reality of many in the community, yet the availability of credit 
and the prevailing mixed agriculture ensured reasonable sub 
sistence for most in normal circumstances.

THEIR COMMUNITY

At least in Halewood, whether rich or poor, most individuals 
must have been known to the rest of the community. The size of 
the population together with the degree of communal action and 
administration would have ensured this. Halewood township was 
away from the hierarchy of local administration. It had no 
church, no chapel and the nearest Justice of the Peace was at 
Speke, but nevertheless the level of involvement in local affairs 
is impressive.

The annual meeting of Halewood's manor court was presided 
over by the steward in one of the alehouses. A jury of up to 
seventeen men was sworn in and transfers of tenancies in the 
previous twelve months recorded. Sixteen manorial officials were 
then appointed, or 'elected' as it was written on the court rolls. 
Clearly the choice was not always welcome as John Wainwright 
was fined in 1722 'for his contempt and approbious language to 
the court' when trying to refuse one of these jobs. There were 
about one hundred tenants, so once in six years there was a strong 
possibility of having to serve in one of these manorial offices. 50

A different method was adopted for the constableship of the 
township. A document of 1693 details the arrangements for
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performing this office by 'neighbour row' with a rota list for the 
one constable from Halewood North End and another list for 
the other constable from the Halebank End of the township. 
Estates were recorded separately whilst cottages were grouped 
in twos or threes to provide one constable together." This un 
popular job would, therefore, have come to most properties once 
in about forty years, and from 1700 to 1725 it is possible to 
recognise the rota in operation. 52 The individuals usually served 
themselves, although substitutes were hired by widows. Religious 
persuasion was of no significance, as in 1715 a Catholic, John 
Hitchmough, was involved as constable in searching for rebels 
and Papists at the time of the Jacobite disturbances. Only ten 
shillings a year remuneration was allowed to each constable for 
onerous duties that involved collecting all local and national taxes 
and rates, taking presentments to the Assizes and Quarter Sessions 
which could mean travel to Lancaster, Wigan, Liverpool and 
Prescot, maintaining the stocks and pinfold, attending coroners' 
inquests, and supervising the township's weapons and armour for 
the militia. Only once in twenty-five years a hue and cry was 
raised after two men who had escaped from gaol in Chester. One 
somewhat more pleasing task was to arrange 'the powder and 
ale' for the 5th November celebrations. 53

Perhaps a more seasonal office was that of supervisor of the 
highways as provided for in the sixteenth-century statutes. Again 
one was chosen for each 'End' of the township, to view the roads 
and report their condition to the local justices, and to direct the 
township's repairing of these roads. Fortunately Halewood had 
no major thoroughfare so most work was concerned with ditch 
ing at the sides of roads and repairing 'plats' or small bridges 
across the many streams and ditches in the area. Sometimes new 
plat stones were obtained from Woolton Hill. Again there is 
no evidence of substitutes being hired for this job, except by 
widows, and so some of the wealthier men of the township served 
their year in charge of the highways.54

The statutory obligations of administering the poor law in each 
locality were considerable. The official, the overseer, was again 
chosen for each 'End' of the township, although expenses were 
shared. Some type of house row rota was operating and because 
of this Gilbert Tarleton served when he was eighteen years old 
in 1723, whereas Henry Harper had been over sixty when it 
was his turn in 1721. Halewood was fortunate in the small 
number of vagrants who found their way to the township. 
Usually there were only its own poor to deal with through out 
door relief, either on a short term basis to the sick or unemployed, 
or more permanently to orphans and the elderly. Recipients of
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relief could be boarded out with other members of the com 
munity usually for twelve-month periods, or received their board, 
clothing, shoes or clogs, coal and the services of the doctor. In 
1722 the township did buy for seven pence, a copy of the new 
Act of Parliament and availed itself of the provisions to obtain 
a workhouse a cottage rented from the Earl of Derby for six 
pence a year. The overseers also received bonds for agreed sums 
of money for the maintenance of illegitimate children, but one 
of their most time consuming tasks was to enforce the settlement 
laws. They went to not inconsiderable expense to have thirty-one 
individuals removed from the township, although thirty-two 
people were allowed to remain with certificates guaranteeing that 
they could be returned to their parishes of origin if they became 
a charge to Halewood. These people all came from other parts 
of Childwall parish or adjoining parishes. Most of this endeavour 
was, of course, to keep the poor rate as low as possible but during 
the first twenty-five years of the eighteenth century the rate did 
rise from about £14 a year at the beginning of the period to 
about £37 by the I720S. 55 With a slowly increasing population 
the numbers receiving relief had also risen and by the 17205 
greater provision was being made, for example with coal and 
with schooling for poor children.

These were the major administrative obligations of the town 
ship, but there were others to provide a sidesman every year at 
Hale Chapel and to provide a churchwarden every four years 
at Childwall Church. Six local assessors were required for 
national taxation two each for the land tax, the window tax 
and the tax on the registration of births, marriages and deaths. 
There was no attempt at duplication of these positions even in a 
community as small as Halewood. In addition there were two 
laylayers to assess local lays or rates and a town clerk. These 
three officials provided an element of continuity as they served 
usually for about ten years. The laylayers kept the rate books and 
were paid three shillings and eight pence a year for their pains, 
whilst the town clerk received five shillings, principally for under 
taking all writing such as accounts, warrants and presentments 
that were required by the township. 56

At least fourteen local administrative positions had to be filled 
annually, apart from any manorial tasks, and as rotas seem to 
have operated for them all, a high level of community involve 
ment must have been created. To take just one quite typical 
example John Plumpton was supervisor of the highways in 
1699. constable in 1704, land tax assessor in 1716 and overseer 
of the poor in 1720.

With rotas operating literacy was obviously no qualification for
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office, but it must have made administration easier. There was no 
school in Halewood, but two were available in the parish nearby: 
one in Much Woolton that was maintained by the parish and was 
free, although possibly only to boys, and one in Hale maintained 
by the township and charging small fees. 57 Clearly Halewood 
children did make these journeys as two bequests helped to pro 
vide money for poor children from the township to attend.58 One 
imagines both schools operated fairly limited curricula, but a 
degree of literacy must have been achieved. It is also possible 
that an unofficial school may have existed in Halewood itself; 
others certainly did in the parish. 59 From 1717 onwards the 
overseers' accounts refer to Eleanor Fairclough being paid for 
'schooling poor children' at the rate of one penny each a week, 
for boys as well as girls. 60 The resulting degree of literacy achieved 
from these various schools is hard to assess. Probably thirty-two 
per cent of wills were written by the testators themselves, but then 
others may have been too ill or preferred to use a scribe; fifty per 
cent of wills were signed by the testator, although others may have 
been too weak to do so; ninety-seven per cent of witnesses to wills 
could sign and eighty-one per cent of probate appraisers did like 
wise, but perhaps they came from the literate population. Rather 
more reliably, sixty-five per cent of supporters signed the 
Lancashire Association Oath in 1696 and the other thirty-five 
per cent made their mark.01 Seventy per cent of males known 
from the person identification in 1700 made their mark or left 
their signature on some document seventy-four per cent signed 
and twenty-six per cent marked. By 1725 eighty-seven per cent 
signed and only thirteen per cent made their mark. Presumably 
these findings are biased in favour of the literate but still the 
proportion of literate men in the community does appear to be 
increasing not falling as has been suggested for some other 
areas. 62 Women's literacy is impossible to estimate as only twelve 
female signatures appear in the twenty-five years' period.

In the early eighteenth century Halewood was still largely a 
traditional society with a traditional economy. Minor modifica 
tions were taking place, but as yet there had been few significant 
changes. Relative geographical isolation reduced outside 'influ 
ences' and much of the lives of most of the community must 
have been governed by what was available locally in housing, 
furnishings, food and drink, clothing and shoes. Halewood was 
an administrative unit with no real nucleus and few natural 
boundaries, yet the extent of administration generated by this 
small area must have provided its own sense of identity and 
corporate spirit. When the overseers of the poor could provide 
Hannah Hitchmough, an elderly lady with not only her board
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and clothes, but also with tobacco to smoke, and when they also 
gathered flowers for pauper, Samuel Stevenson's funeral, it does 
suggest that they knew the people concerned and they cared.63
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