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6. THE SEVENTEENTH CENTURY : THE SECOND AND
THIRD DECADES.

During the second decade of the seventeenth century
there were no very serious outbreaks of epidemic disease,
but several parishes were affected to a lesser extent. This
sickliness was confined to the north of the county, with
the exception of the parish of Aughton, near Ormskirk,
where the death-rates for the years 1613, 1615 and 1616
were well above the average. February, March and April
of 1611 /12 were sickly ones in Cartmel, and in the same
three months, and May, 27 people of the parish of Dalton-
in-Furness died, where ordinarily there would have been
only about 5. Both 1612 and 1613 were bad years in the
parish of Hawkshead, where, although the average number
of deaths per year was only 38, there were 61 in 1612 and
65 in 1613. In 1611 there were 34 deaths in Clitheroe,
where there were usually only about 19.

April, 1613, must have been a distressing month in
Stalmine. In that small chapelry 11 people died in the
one month, where normally there were only about 20
deaths in a whole year. Cartmel was again affected in
the early months of 1614 /15—in the four months January
to April there were 51 deaths, as compared with a usual
18 or 19.

An interesting note appears in the register of Whitting-
ton parish. It reads:

‘“ From the xix daye of December 1616 unto the iiijth day of
November 1617 next ensuinge it pleased God to visit this parish
of Whittington with a dangerous disease or contagious sicknes
within which time and space afforsaid there was sicke in this said

parish about twoe hundred in which tyme there deceased as
followeth.”

Then follow the names and dates of death of 29 persons.
In the same December of 1616 the pestilence returned to
Dalton-in-Furness, but there it remained only until May,
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1617. During those six months, however, 53 people died,
as compared with a normal of about 10. The following
April there was a recurrence, but this time it lasted only
! three months, slaying 30 people.
| From 1618 until 1622 the county was more or less free
! from sickness, the only exceptions being North Meols, in
which parish grew up Southport, which had an enlarged
death-roll in 1619, there being 25 deaths where normally
there would have been about 10; and Ashton-under-
Lyne, where, during the six months from September, 1621,
there were 105 deaths, the normal for a similar period
being about 36.
From 1622 to 1624 was the time of a very virulent and
widespread epidemic of ‘“a malignant spotted fever.”
The whole country was afflicted, no district, whether rural |
or urban, being entirely free. There is little doubt that |
this pestilence was not plague but typhus, a disease due j
| to insanitary conditions and carried to human beings by
head- and body-lice. It is very infectious and contagious. ,
‘ In later times typhus was known as gaol-fever and hos- "
pital-fever—the foul conditions of those places, where
human beings were herded together under conditions
worse than the most horrible of pig-styes, making them
veritable breeding-grounds of the typhus germ. In these
days, with our comparatively perfect sanitary systems,
typhus is extinct in the more civilized countries. This
disease must not be confused with typhoid-fever, which,
unfortunately, still troubles us from time to time.
A pestilential fever broke out in Scotland in 1622,
following a severe famine ; but the outbreak in England
cannot be connected with any scarcity. Contemporaneous
records, as well as not making any direct reference to
famine, do not even show any price changes which would
be indicative of shortage. Whatever the ultimate origin
of the disease, it was very severe and few parts of Lanca-
shire were unaffected. The only parishes and chapelries
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which do seem to have been free from the disease are
Padiham, Brindle, Melling (Lonsdale), Eccleston (Chorley),
Colne and Newchurch (Culcheth).

The first appearance was at Preston in September, 1622,
and it took its toll of the parishioners until March, 1623 /4.
During those nineteen months there were 216 deaths as
compared with a normal of about %70 for a similar period.
Preston became the centre from which the disease was
disseminated throughout the county.

From a study of the parish registers it is possible to
trace its path with a reasonable degree of accuracy. In
a few cases it is not quite clear as to the precise route
taken, owing to the registers of some parishes being incom-
plete. The following account of the spread of typhus in
the years 1622 to 1624 must therefore merely be taken as
an approximately correct interpretation of the succession
of rises of mortality indicated in such of the parish regis-
ters as are available. In order to simplify matters, the
number of deaths in each parish will be placed in brackets,
together with the average number for a similar period
under normal circumstances. The latter is, of course,
always the second and smaller number.

From Preston the next parislies to be affected were
North Meols, Standish, and Urswick, in November, 1622.
It would seem possible that the infection in the latter
place was more connected with the Scottish famine plague
than with the typhus, as there are no connecting links
between Preston and Urswick, and intervening parishes
were not affected until later. The period of infection at
Urswick lasted until February, 1623/4 (70:24); at
Standish until the same month (96 : 48) ; and at North
Meols until January, 1623/4 (29 : 13).

The next month, December, 1622, saw the disease
spreading rapidly, eleven parishes being infected. These
were Manchester, Blackburn, Rochdale, Poulton-le-Fylde,
Warrington, Leigh, Warton, Hawkshead, Caton, Cocker-




A History of Plague in Lancashire. 53

ham and Chipping. At Manchester the scourge continued
until April, 1624 (776 : 340) ; at Blackburn until May, 1624
(568 : go)—in the single month of December, 1623, there
were 63 deaths ; at Rochdale until April, 1624 (633 : 250) ;
at Poulton-le-Fylde until February, 1623/4 (262 : 100) ;
at Warrington until April, 1624 (257 : 85) ; at Leigh until
July, 1623 (93: 40); at Warton until February, 1623/4
(87 : 30) ; at Hawkshead until December, 1623 (111 : 40) ;
at Caton until April, 1623 (23 :5); at Cockerham until
March, 1623/4 (317:80); and at Chipping until April,
1624 (192 : 40). :

In January, 1622/3, the infection seized upon the
parishes of Garstang, Whittington, Cartmel, Croston and
Ribchester. At Garstang the registers have a hiatus from
March, 1622/3, until after the period with which we are
now concerned. During those three months, however,
41 deaths were registered, as compared with about 12
normally. The Croston registers also broke off while the
disease was prevalent—during the two months January
and February there were 24 deaths where in happier times
there would have been about 10. At Whittington the
infection lasted until February, 1623/4 (31:12); at
Cartmel until May, 1624 (310:68); and at Ribchester
until March, 1623/4 (225 : 60).

Pennington in Furness (31:8) was the only place
to become infected in February, 1622/3, and there the
disease lingered until the following February.

The next month, March, brought the scourge to two
other northern parishes—Halton, where it continued until
February, 1623/4 (29 : 8) ; and Coniston, where it stayed
for the same period (14 : 5).

Three parishes were affected in the next month, April,
1623. These were Ormskirk, Aughton and Stalmine, in
the first two of which the period of infection was until
March, 1623/4 (176 : 90) and (46 :16) ; but in Stalmine
the exact duration of infection is not known. Up to
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September there were 11 deaths and then there is a
hiatus until June, 1624. An interesting but not too exact
note by the parish clerk, who was struck by the disease
but fortunately recovered, reads, ‘‘ there was buried the
tyme that I were sick fortie and above or thereabout at
the parochiall Church at Stallmin within the yeare above
written.”” Thus there were at least 51 deaths in Stalmine,
where normally there would be about 2o0.

In May, 1623, the parishes of Bolton-le-Moors, Wood-
plumpton, Penwortham and Dalton-in-Furness became
affected. At Bolton the disease was very severe, for until
the May following there were 491 deaths, as compared
with a usual g5. At Dalton-in-Furness it lasted until
February, 1623/4 (172:35); at Woodplumpton until
January, 1623/4 (96:70); and at Penwortham until
February, 1623/4 (94 : 50).

The next month, June, brought the scourge to Lan-
caster, Altham and Eccles. At the first-named it con-
tinued until February, 1623/4 (232 : 100), and the same
length of time at Altham (55:13); while at Eccles it
remained a month longer (157 : 60).

Five parishes became infected in July, 1623—Ashton-
under-Lyne, Wigan, Chorley, Burnley and Prestwich.
It is curious that Wigan was affected so late, as Standish
had the disease seven months earlier ; however, having
arrived it stayed until the following May (261 : 60). At
Ashton-under-Lyne it continued until March, 1623/4
(55 : 45) ; at Chorley until February, 1623/4 (38 : 12);
at Burnley until December, 1623 (88:48); and at
Prestwich until January, 1623/4 (8o : 28).

The single parish of Middleton became infected in
August, and between that month and April, 1624, 181
deaths occurred. Usually there would have been about
50 over a similar period.

In September, 1623, the disease broke out in Tatham,
Walton-le-Dale and Bury. At this last it continued until
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the following May (223 :99); while at Walton-le-Dale
it lasted until March, 1623/4 (38 : 12); and at Tatham
until January, 1623/4 (16 : 3).
Four parishes became infected in the October—Kirk-
ham, Radcliffe, Didsbury, and Prescot. In the first, 159
people died in the six months until March, 1623 /4, where
under ordinary circumstances there would have been only
about 30 deaths in the same period. In the December
alone 61 people died. At Radcliffe the disease lasted until
February, 1623/4 (27 :8); at Didsbury until the same
month (35:12); and at Prescot until June, 1624 (146 :
72).
In November, only one parish was affected, Oldham.
In the four months to February, 1623/4, there were 83
deaths, as compared with a normal of about 10. Unfortu- !
nately from February there is a large gap in the register,
so it is not possible to know when the infection dis-
appeared. :
The next month, December, also saw only one parish \
infected. This was Walton-on-the-Hill, where in the four ‘
months to March there were 44 deaths where normally
there would have been about 15. The neighbouring parish
of Sefton suffered badly in 1623, for although the average
was only about 36, in this particular year there were 75
deaths.
After this no fresh outbreak occurred, and the infection
gradually died away, finally disappearing in June, 1624,
at Bury. During the period in which it raged it slew
three times as many people in Lancashire as would have
died had there been no epidemic in the county.
Things were just settling down after the typhus-stricken
years when the plague proper broke out in the southern
counties in the summer of 1625. James I had just died
and his son Charles came to the throne. His reign opened
under the political cloud raised by his marriage to Henri-
etta Maria, and then, as if to add to the unsettlement of
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affairs, the old enemyappeared. Itwas freelysaid that the
coming of the pestilence was in the nature of divine wrath.

Although the outbreak was in the south, the northern
parts of the kingdom were in mortal terror of its spreading
to them, and various means, the chief of which was a
rigorous keeping of watch and ward, were used as a pre-
vention. The Privy Council took the matter in hand,
and addressed the following letter to the Archbishop of
York on 5 August. It was sent from Oxford, to which
place government had been removed owing to the severity
of the plague in London :

‘““ The lamentable informacions which wee dayly receave of
the great spreading of the contagion of the plague through the
kingdome, do contynually sollicite us to thinke of all possible
meanes for prevencion of the same. And finding that the frequent
assembling of the people in places infected doth so much the more
disperse the infeccion, wee by the King's commandment have
thought fitt to pray and require yor Lordshipp to take order,
within yor Province of Yorke, that the several Bishopps doe give
charge within their Diocese, and doe signifie to their church
wardens that in such parishes which are, or shall fall out to bee,
infected, during the tyme that the infeccion shall last, they doe
abstaine from assembling together in the churches for celebration
of the Fast, lately proclaimed by his Majestys authoritye, but
that they doe cause those of the parishes infected to be exhorted
to observe the said Fast and other devotions accompanying the
same privately in their houses. And that the churchwardens be
further carefull, in the publicke assemblies which shalbe made for
the said Fast in the parishes clear from infeccion, not to admitt
any [persons] of the parishes infected to their said publick assem-
blies, which might else prove a likely meanes to pass the contagion
to the places which yet remain cleare.”

This letter was twelve days on its way to York, and
three days after receiving it the Archbishop wrote the
following letter to the Bishop of Chester, in whose diocese
the greater part of Lancashire then was:

‘1 send yor lordship hereinclosed the copie of a lettre which

I lately received from the llords and others of his Majestys most
honorable privie counsell : according to the contents whereof I
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praie and require yor lordship to give offeciall charge within yor
Diocese, that the several churchwardens in each parish be verie
circumspect to performe the direccions therein mencioned :
whereby not only his Majestys princely law, but their llordships’
most provident regarde for the welfare and safetie of this realme
maie be duly and dutifully observed as appertaineth.”

Presumably the Bishop acted on the instructions from
above. In Wigan, of which parish he was both rector
and lord of the manor, he instructed the mayor that the
townspeople were not to allow any stranger to remain in
the town unless prepared to swear on oath that he had
not been in any infected place within a fortnight and was
free from infection himself. These instructions would be
rigorously enforced, as the neighbouring parish of Leigh
was infected, there being 125 deaths during 1625, the
normal being 55. The Bishop also ordered that a place
was to be provided outside the town for such to spend the
night as were simply passing through Wigan in the course
of their journey ; and another place as a pest-house for
lodging any who were infected. Some ale-house in the
upper part of Wigan Lane was selected at which to deliver
travellers’ food in exchange for their money, when they
came from London.

Things did not quite work out as my Lord Bishop
wished, and he must have been very annoyed when
beggars and others left the road when entering the town
and, making their way over the fields, hung about his
very gates. In order to remedy this he made the mayor
appoint a watchman at the entrance to his estate to drive
the vagrants away. Men were appointed as searchers
after the bodies of the dying, with a weekly wage.

All this cost money, and to pay for it the Bishop ordered
that a rate be levied throughout the parish by the over-
seers of the poor, charging them to spend the proceeds
only on uses concerned with the plague. As a further
measure he asked for a list of alehouse-keepers who were
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\ fit to keep their houses open—the others were closed
down. He even went to the extent of having the inn-
signs taken down, so as to discourage travellers from
staying in the town.

In September, it was learnt that

have died of it and a third hath the sore now running on him ;
yet her sister and two of her children are escaped out and wander
the country, and one Grimshaw (who is to marry her) hath also
gone out of that house and is lodged in Haigh, so it is now
uncertain what places in the parish are free from infection.”

This actual breaking-out of plague led the Bishop into
telling the churchwardens that no one was to be buried
in the church during the visitation. However, by good
fortune and the strong measures, the plague did not
spread in Wigan, and soon the normal business of the

‘ town was in full swing again.

Wigan was not the only town in Lancashire which was
fearful of the pestilence stretching its tentacles from the
south country. In October, 1625, the Court Leet of
Manchester ordered that watch and ward be very strictly
kept. They even went to the extent of hiring twelve
assistants to the constables in these terms :

|
|
|
‘“ the infection is now in Mary Bibby’s house, two of her children l
|

‘“ The Jurye of this present Leete duelie consideringe the great
perell of theis contagious tymes, and the fearefull miseries where-
unto the poore inhabitants of this towne are like to be exposed
if Almightie god doe send the plague of pestilence amongst us, is
earnestlie desireinge (if it bee gods good will) to prevent the first,
or to the latter, by good order, to give some ease (if god doe soe
afflict us), have thought fitt to nominate, and doe hereby order
and apoint theis twelve persons whose names are hereunder
written to be aydinge and assistant to the constables.”

In order to pay the wages of these men, a tax was
levied upon the town. Their duties were, at least once
a week to enquire at every house for particulars of any
who might be lodging there. If anybody were found who
““may bee perillous or noysome unto this town,” the
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constables were to be informed, and steps would then be
taken to have the offenders removed. In addition, the
householder who sheltered the offender could be im-
prisoned or his house shut up, or if the occasion warranted
the matter could be taken before the Assizes or a justice
of the peace.

Their fear was very great, and they went to great
lengths in order to make sure that the town remained
free. The son of a certain William Scholes contracted
some disease from which he eventually died. The exact
cause of his death will never be known, but it must have
been something which, if not plague itself, at least bore
some resemblance to it ; for we find that the constables
paid 17s. 4d. to Scholes ““ in recompence of his paynes
taken in buryinge off his sonne and towards the loss off
the clothes which weare buryed with him.”

Another payment made by the constables at this time
is significant of the extreme care taken to prevent the
importation of plague. On 19 October they paid 6d. to
a messenger who was sent to certify against *“ infectiouse
goods in xii packes newlie comne from London, and tho
it were night they were put out of the towne.” The
continued fear of plague’s being carried from one place to
another by means of merchandise must have had a very
deleterious effect on the general internal trade of the
country.

The following presentment at the Court Leet of Prescot
(June, 1626) shows that at that place also every effort
was made to prevent an outbreak of plague

‘““Wee presente John Rainforth in the sicknesse tyme for
unconvenient companie beinge harbored in his howse, and I was
forced to take the watch and carrie them fourth of the towne with
manie evell words and abuse.”

All these precautionary measures were effective—there

was no extensive occurrence of plague in Lancashire, and
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the county remained free until 1629, in which year there
were 105 deaths in the parish of Leigh—nearly twice the
normal number.

In the winter of 1630 it came again, and gradually
increased in severity until the summer of 1631, when it
raged in several centres with exceptional violence. The
mortality in Preston was enormous, approximately one-
third of the people succumbing. This was much worse
than the famous *“ Great Plague ”’ of 1665 in London, in
which about 69,000 died out of an estimated population
of 460,000. Granted that thousands fled from London ;
but they were mainly the well-to-do, and their number
could hardly have exceeded a quarter of the total. Even
with this adjustment the death-rate in Preston was con-
siderably higher than that of London-—but literature is
silent about it.

7. THE SEVENTEENTH CENTURY: THE FOURTH
DECADE.

November, 1630, saw the commencement of the pesti-
lence in Preston, the parish registers stating that * heare
begineth the Visitation of Almighty God, the plague.”
For some months it progressed slowly, reached its climax
in July and August, 1631, and died away suddenly. Its
results can perhaps best be shown in tabular form. The
average number of deaths per month about this time was
about six :

November .. 6 April S 62 September .. 8o
December .. 15 May .. 58 October LR
January .. 29 June ool B¥GT November .. 13
February .. 39 July .. 328 December .. 6
March .. 54 August .. 279

In November, 1631, it is laconically recorded in the
registers that the ‘ Plague ceased.”
At the end of December, 1630, Alexander Rigby of
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Middleton Hall, Goosnargh, wrote a letter to his brother
George, who was Clerk of the Peace of the County of
Lancaster. The letter is addressed from Preston, where
the family was in residence, having, like most of the
' gentry of the surrounding district, a town house
there. He states that in the past five or six weeks
about twenty deaths had occurred, that three houses
were shut up, and that the disease was a very infectious
one ‘“ which our tradesmen will not call the plage.” Poor
deluded traders; the plague was not to be fought by
refusing to recognize it, for fear of spoiling the market.
Perhaps if they had not persisted in shutting their eyes
to the grim presence the final death-roll would not have
been so appallingly long.

Rigby, while hoping that there would be no great
danger, intended to send his children away for safety, but
he is greatly to be admired for the sentiment which
prompted him to write, “ I am loath to remove rashly,
because I would not wrong the towne by my example,”
for the general policy of the time was sawve qui peut, to
get away as quickly as possible. Eventually, however,
things got so bad that it was suicidal to remain. The
letter concludes : ““ It is to noe purpose for you to speake
of removeing the Sessions till the next weeke, and then
it will not be any use that you come, or send, over for
that purpose to the Justices about the midle or latter
end of the week.” The January Sessions were held at
Preston, but it became necessary, as will be shown later,
for the April and July meetings to be adjourned to
Blackburn and Kirkham respectively.

Things got worse, and although a pest-house was pro-
vided and many houses were shut up, the pestilence
spread. At the Spring Assizes at Lancaster an order was
issued for raising £60 weekly over the whole county
towards the relief of the town. Distributors were ap-
pointed, and the first payments, some 1372, including
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63 in the pest-house, and amounting to £45 1s. 5d., were
made. [See Appendix B.]

This order was ratified at the April Quarter Sessions
held at Lancaster on the 18th, Blackburn on the 2oth,
Ormskirk on the 25th, and Manchester on the 28th, at
which latter place the Justices also ordered that in the
event of any inhabitant of Salford Hundred refusing to
pay, distraint should be effected on his goods. At the
Ormskirk meeting it was further ordered that

““the petty Constables wythin the hundreds of [West] Derby
and Leyland shall carefully sett and duely keepe watche and warde
within their severall townships for restraint of wanderers and
suspected persons during the tyme of this dangerous infeccion
now spred in the cuntry, and if any constable shall bee found
remyst herein, or that watch and ward bee not Dilligently kept,
then the fyne of xx% now imposed shall bee levyed by the high
Constable of the same hundred of his goods.”

And at the Manchester meeting there was a further
order to the effect that

‘“in respect of the great and apparent danger which the cuntrey
is now exposed unto, that the constables within every Towne and
hamell within this hundred shall appoint watch and ward to
bee carefully sett and kept . . . and shall give notice and
warning unto every inhabitant housholder within their Townes
and hamells to watch and ward accordingly, and that every
Housholder shall watch and ward ‘in theire owne person un-
lesse they shall bee allowed by some Justice of peace . . . to
provide and hyre some fitt and able person to serve . . . in theire
steeds. And if either the constable bee negligent in appointing
the same watch and ward to bee kept, or that any person so
appointed . . ., doe neglect his dutye and doe not carefully
watch and restraine wandering pedlers and other suspected
persons for staying, remaineing, or wandring up and downe theire

townshipps then . . . they . . shall be bound to answer theire
contempts . . ., and if any person or persons suspected shall
refuse to give satisfaccion . . . whether from whence they came

or whether they have beene of late tyme before in any place
infected or suspected to bee infected, and will not bee pleased to
bee conveyed through the same towne without any stay or
aboad, then the same persons shall be bound as afforesaid.”
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The Preston Sessions had been adjourned to Blackburn
because of the risk of infection, as the following letter,
dated 18 April, from Edward Veale of Whinnyheyes,
Layton, to the Clerk of the Peace, shows:

‘“1 perceave by an Order at the last Assizes Mr. Radcliffe
Ashton and myself are (together with Mr. Undersheriffe and you)
to meete upon Wednesday next within the libertyes of Preston,
and then to adiourn the Sessions from Preston to Blakeburne ;
for the effecting of which service with best expedicion I have
sent a messenger to you this day, desiringe you to certifye by him
certainely in what place and at what houre wee shall performe
this dutye, and (god willing) I will not faile to observe both, but
if Mr. Ashton bee not as fully mynded to observe time and place
as myself, I feare it may happen to bee an impedement to the
service. I pray you therefore ether take the paines to bee with
mee at my house tomorow at night, and soe wee shall goe together
the next morning to meete Mr. Ashton ; or else let me receave
from you by this bearer certaine notice where, and at what houre
of the day, wee shall meete, which (for the safety of us all in this
tyme of perill and woeful daunger) I hope you have appointed
to bee in some remote place from the towne, whereunto the
libertyes doe extend.”

On 21 June, the Judges of Assize wrote to the Justices
of the Peace in Blackburn hundred as follows :

‘“ Whereas we are informed that the town of Preston continueth
still dangerously infected with the sickness, to the great impover-
ishment of the town . . . and whereas the town did consist most
of tradesmen and handycraftsmen that had no carriages, and
therefore always had fuel brought in the summer time to the
town, which now they want, nor cannot be suffered to be fetched
by themselves into the said town, and which in the winter time
cannot be well brought into the town; we therefore think fit,
and do pray and require you, that you take order that some of
the next Justices of the peace to the said town do take course
that sufficient fuel may be brought to some convenient place
nearest to the said town, where they may buy the same, as like-
wise they may have provision of victuals brought to some con-
venient place near the town whither they may resort to buy the
same.”’
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On 25 June, the constables of Manchester heard rumours
that the infection had spread to Warrington, so, in order
to be certain, they sent a messenger to make enquiries.
Nothing furtheris known of plague in Warrington at this
time. On the same day, Thomas Covell wrote from
Lancaster, saying that *‘ the sicknes is dispersed in dyvers
places in Furneis, which will make the Sessions small.”

This letter from Thomas Covell shows how the plague
was upsetting Quarter Sessions arrangements :

““ I have received your lettere, and for answere thereunto theis
are to noetify you that Mr. Alexander Rigby affirmed verie confi-
dently that he wold not sit the sessions accordinge to the sumons
alredy come forth, since when I sent to Mr. Parker, whome is soe
farr from sittinge that day, that he voweth (but in regard of the
love he beareth to me) he wold have us all in the Star chamber
for keepinge the sessions the last yeare contrary to our othe.
What resollution Mr. Kirkby is of I know not, but I thincke he
will not want to sit on the fourthe of July. I conceive this wold
be yor saffest way, to make a new venire fac. for the sessions to
be kept at Lancaster the xviijth of July and at Kirkham the xxth
of the same, which will be after you have donne both at Ormes-
kirke and Manchester. And to save yor labor in comeinge on
Monday next, for I verily thincke you will have noe companie
neither of Justices nor countrie people.”

Covell’s suggestion was acted upon—the Lancaster
meeting called for the fourth of July was postponed until
the 18th, but the meeting at Kirkham was held one day
later—on the 21st.

On 4 July, a special session was held at Brindle, and its
findings ratified at the Ormskirk Sessions a week later :

““ Whereas Rich., Lord Viscount Molyneux, Sir Charles Gerrard,
Knight, and Gregory Turner, Clerke, in respect of a certyficat of
the 4th day of this Instant July under the hands of Sir Gilbt.
Houghton, knight and Baronett, Sir Rauffe Ashton, Baronett,
Rich. Shuttleworth, and Thomas Standish, esqrs. and divers
other Justices of peace, at a privat sess. of the peace holden at
Brindle, that notwythstanding the weekly payment of 60! to
contynue upon this Countye for releeffe of the Distressed estate
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of the infected within the towne of Preston, that the said Infeccion
hath broken out into many and divers townes within the severall
hundreds of Blackburne, Amoundernes, and Leyland, which are
soe fearfully visited that unlesse some speedy releeffe bee hadd it
is most apparent such neglect will endanger the whole county,
for prevencion whereof they have already given way and allowed
and taxed the severall Townes within this hundred of [West]
Derby in severall somes of money in a scedule or list under theire
hands. The which taxacion and sessment this Cort hath duly
considered of and the maior voyces of the justices here present
for and in regard of the great necessitye and apparent danger of
the same places infected, doe ratyfy and confirme the same.”

The spreading of plague into Blackburn hundred is
illustrated by the following writ sent on 7 July by the
Bishop of Chester to the *‘ constables and others of the
parishes of Bolton and Blackburn and all places between
Bolton and Huntcoate " :

‘““ Whereas Henrie Towneley hath discontinued to dwell at
Bolton and inhabited the parish of Church, in or near places
infected by the plague, and hath sent his wife and children
wandering and begging in the country, who have in these danger-
ous times laid in the highways about Bolton, and it is suspected
that they are infected with the plague, these are to command
you that you convey them forthwith to the town of Huntcoat,
where they have lived all or the most part of this year, and that
the inhabitants of the said town permit and cause them to stay
there, that they wander not abroad to the endangering or affright-
ing of the country.”

The general unrest in the county showed itself in
several ways, not least by disturbances in the alehouses,
resulting in control of them by the justices, as is shown
by the following orders made on 11 July at Ormskirk and
14 July at Manchester, respectively :

‘“ Forasmuch as the cuntry is now exposed unto great danger
by reason of the disposicion of the sicknes into parts of this
country and that theire is for the most part the greatest disorder
in alehouses, now upon due consideracion thereof it is thought
fitt and ordered that Richard Aughton, Laurence Rymer, Richard
Ball, and Peter Rymer, beeing alehouskeepers lycenced and
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inhabiting within the parishe of Northmeales, are allowed to
contynue theire alehouskeeping during the tyme of theire good
order and Rule.”

““Yt is ordered by this Cort in respect of the present and
apparent danger the cuntry is now exposed unto by reason of the
disposicion of the sicknes in sundry parts of this county and other
partes not farr remote, of that as well the severall persons within
the hundred of Salford beeing of the trayned band, as all others
beeing under the degree of esqrs which the constable of the
Townshipp or hamell wherein they shalbee resident or inhabiting
shall appoint to watch and ward, and shall watch and ward in
their owne persons according to the same direccion and appoint-
ment duly and carefully, and if eyther the constables bee deficient
and careless in appointing watch and ward, or that the persons
soe appointed doe deny to watch and ward or bee negligent in
keeping and contynuing theire watch and ward during the same
tyme ; or if any alehouskeeper shall manteyne, keepe, or permit,
any publicke assemblyes to consort together for drinking, dancing,
pyping, fidleing, bowling, diceing, carding, shooting, or any other
such exercises in theire houses, or any other places within theire
government ; or if any person beeing warned to forbeare to resort
to such publicke assemblyes, or use any the games or exercises
afforesaid shall the second tyme frequent the same during the
tyme of visitacion . . . the delinquents to answer theire con-
tempts before the Judges of Assyses.”

On 14 July, the first of many deaths in Kirkham parish
occurred, a note in the register stating that *‘ the First
that dyed in Kirkham of the sicknes was the wiffe of Tho :
Watson.” In July there were 17 deaths, in August gz,
in September g6, in October 34, and in November 15.
Thereafter, the monthly rate was normal, although in the
Records of the Thirty-men of Kirkham the following occurs :

‘“ This was a great plague year in Kirkham, in which the more
part of the people died thereof. It began about the 25th of July
and continued vehemently till Martinmas but was not clear of it
before Lent.”

There are other entries in the Thirty-men’s records
which refer to the plague in Kirkham parish, but unfortu-
nately precise dates are not given :
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‘“ Paid to the Constable of Treales for the relief of such as were
shut up for fear of the sickness.”
‘“ Gatherings were made thro’ the parish for the relief of the
poor and more was paid to those shut up at Treales.”
w ‘“ Spent at Kirkham the 1st Sunday after the Sickness, 2/3d.”
““ Paid for perfuming the Church 30/-."" [This was an attempt
at disinfection.]
““ Paid for carrying of the Rushes out of the Church in the
sickness time 5/-."
“ Paid William Tomlinson for Registering the names in the
sickness time 3/4.”

The keeping of watch and ward was the subject of
disagreement in some composite townships, as is shown by
the following orders made at the Lancaster Quarter
Sessions on 19 July and 3 October respectively :

““ It is ordered by this Cort that diligent watch and ward shalbee

sett and kept within the towneships of Halton and Aughton, and

\ that the Inhabitants within Halton Green and Park Houses shall
keepe theire watch in Halton, and th’inhabitants of Aughton,
Sydgarth, and Highfeild shall keepe their watch within Aughton.”
‘“ It is ordered by this Court that in respecte of these dangerous
tymes the inhabitants within Over Kellet shall keepe theire watche
and ward within Over Kellet, and that the inhabitants of Capon-
wray shall keepe theire watch and ward within Caponwray, upon
payne that every inhabitant within either of the same places
denying to keepe watch and ward according to this order shall
forfeit xx#%, and the constables not appointeing watch and ward to
bee sett and kept accordingly shall forfeit x18, the same forfeytures
to bee levyed and disposed of to and for the use of the poore.”’

As was suggested in Thomas Covell’s letter of 25 June,
‘} Furness was badly stricken by the plague, and at the

Lancaster Sessions of 19 July, steps were taken to provide
relief :

‘ ‘“ Forasmuch as it hath pleased almighty god to visit the Towne
{ of Dalton and the hamell of Broughton with the plague, by reason
whereof the marketts and comerce with others are restrayned
and the number of the poore there are greatly increased, and unless
| course be taken is likely to bee very Dangerous to the country.

In respect whereof this Court doth order that the weekely paye
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of sixe pounds shalbee given and allowed weekely for and towarde
the manteynance and releeffe of the persons infected and poore
within Dalton, to bee taxed, rated, gathered, and collected in form
following : that th’inhabitants within Dalton parishe dwelling
and resident upon the south syde of Creake shall pay the some
| of twelve pounds towards theire releeffe and manteynance for
the space of one moneth, to Comence and begin in and upon the
first day of August next, and that the Inhabitants of the North
syde of Creake, together with the resydue of Cartmell and Forness
(except the said hamell of Broughton which is to manteyne and
releeffe theire own poore upon and to theire owne charge) shall
pay the some of xij' towards the releffe of the said poore within
Dalton for the same tyme and space, and the same taxacion to
bee contynued, rated, and taxed, as Roger Kirkbye shall thinke
meetest and necessarye. And it is further ordered that the highe
Constables shall collect and levy the said severall somes and shall
make speedy payment thereof to the said Mr. Kirkby, and that
the said Mr. Kirkby would bee pleased to take paines and care in
Disposing and Distributing thereof according to his Discrecion.”

Between 17 July, 1631, and 5 March, 1631/2, there
are no burial entries in the Dalton parish register, but 1
the following note tells the story :

““In this moneth of July 1631 did the plague begin in Dalton
and Bigger. There died in Dalton of this sicknes Three hundred
and three score and in Wa[llney one hundred and twenty : it
ceased about Easter followeinge.”

The Preston Sessions which had been adjourned to
Kirkham were duly held there on 21 July, and among the
small amount of business done was an order tightening !
up the collection of money for relief : |

““ Yt is ordered by this Cort that yf any constables, greaves, or
barlawmen within the hundreds of Amoundernes and Blackburne

that either have any moneys in his hands for releeffe of the poore '
people and infected persons doo not forthwyth make payment
thereof, or shall not make payment of any other moneys hereafter i

to bee gathered for the same use and purpose, at the same tyme
and place to bee appointed by theise precepts, that then upon
Complaint . . . the Delinquents . . . to bee imprisoned untill
they shall make payment thereof.”







