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newsletter.  I can assure you that the deaths of 
the family cannot be attributed to diphtheria.  
Every now and then a new disease emerges.  
Diphtheria was one of them.  It was first no-
ticed in Britain c1856, and did not reach the 
colony until 1858, but it was rarely seen be-
fore the 1870s.  The most prominent outbreak 
was at Port Lincoln in 1873 when 24 out of 65 
people died. 

Like most fatal infectious diseases, it soon 
became a disease of childhood. 

It is true that it was (as is usual when a 
new disease emerges) confused with other 
throat infections including quinsy and scar-
latina, during the transition period during 
which it became more and more important as 
a cause of death, but I am as certain as I can 
be that it was not responsible for the family's 
deaths in 1852. 

Your graph does not really help to sort out 
the problem.  Small local epidemics would not 
register anywhere like the wonderfully 
graphic image of the impact of summer diar-
rhoea on babies as shown on your graph 
(remembering that most deaths were those of 
children under the age of five, especially un-
der the age of one, and it was they who died in 
droves in summer). 

Most fatal infectious diseases by 1852 were 
not so epidemic in nature that you would see a 
big blip on the graph.  All childhood disease 
was endemic by then, with occasional local 
outbreaks that might be thought of as epi-
demic (such as when one says that there's an 
epidemic of head lice, or of measles, at a 
school).  Hence, there may have been a local 
outbreak of measles, or scarlatina, or a par-
ticularly virulent whooping cough, or even 
one of the many diarrhoeal diseases, includ-
ing typhoid, that carried off the family.  This 
would not even create the tiniest blip on your 
graph.  Typhoid was problematic in Adelaide 
as elsewhere in Australia, and was easily 
transferred by asymptomatic carriers or in a 
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Editorial 
The Pearce family tragedy described in 

the last issue raised the question as to what 
was the cause of so many family deaths in 
such a short time.  Historian Robin Haines 
commented on the article; she was research-
ing ship deaths in that era and her opinion re-
garding the cause of the deaths is given in 
this issue. 

The ‘RICH’ article highlights the difficulty 
of confirming names of the same person 
where the information comes from different 
sources.  It is hoped that this article, as with 
any others in Marion, may invoke responses 
from readers who may be able to shed some 
light on the families concerned.  

So many of the Marion emigrants were 
farm labourers and much has been written 
about their lives in the mid-19th century.  Mark 
Baker’s excellent article continues in this is-
sue. 

 
John Keynes, Editor 

The Pearce Deaths – further 
discussion 

 
The article in last month’s periodical 

prompted a letter from Dr Robin Haines, an 
eminent historian from Flinders University in 
South Australia who has written many publi-
cations on British emigration to Australia in 
the 19th Century.  Her latest book, about to be 
published, is entitled “Life and Death in the 
Age of Sail”.  Because her works have pro-
vided much insight into the conditions in Brit-
ain, the emigrant voyages and arrival situa-
tions, especially in South Australia, I send her 
a copy of each “Marion” issue and Robin, 
having read the Pearce family tragedy, wrote 
the following: 

“I read with great interest your most recent 
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ted my manuscript, with your permission, I 
would have included this as an example of 
families who failed to benefit from their mo-
mentous decision.  And of course there's the 
added bitter irony of them having survived 
the wreck.” 

Editor: After I received the above corre-
spondence I sent away for the death certifi-
cate of the mother, Kezia Pearce (nee 
Dowty), but the only entry for cause of death 
was “inflammation of the bowels” which did 
not really help with determining the cause of 
the deaths.  I passed this information on to 
Dr Haines and her reply was “…sounds sus-
piciously like a death related to childbirth – 
such deaths were often disguised by medicos 
who didn’t want to be associated with a 
death in childbirth.  It is, in short, quite typi-
cal.  However, this doesn’t mean that she 
didn’t have a bad case of dysentery which 
many new arrivals suffered from during the 
period of “seasoning….” 

Editor:  It could be helpful to determine 
the causes of the Pearce deaths to get the 
death certificates for all the family.  How-
ever, with the limitations of the registrations 
of the day, the information may not be 
enlightening and the considerable cost not 
justified.       _  

 

Benjamin Rich, which one? 
 
In tracing family lines, identical names 

sometimes appear from different sources, 
and it is often difficult to determine whether 
the names refer to the same person.  

(Continued on page 3) 

(Continued from page 1) 

polluted water supply. 
I think you are correct in speculating that 

the same disease carried off all but the seven-
year-old daughter; that the tragic deaths were 
all related; that the mother was the first to 
suffer, closely followed by all but her seven 
year old.  This was not so terribly unusual, 
however tragic.  We can say for certain that it 
was not smallpox because smallpox had not 
entered the colony and they would all have 
been vaccinated.  Hence, your diseases would 
certainly have been one of the above.  Typhus, 
carried by the body louse, could also account 
for the deaths (often referred to as colonial 
fever, jail fever, ship fever, etc etc). 

If you don't know it already, Philip Wood-
ruff's Two Million South Australians (Peacock 
Publications, Adelaide, 1984) is an excellent 
overview of disease and health in the colony.  
There are several other texts I could recom-
mend too. 

One way to discover whether there were 
any local outbreaks of disease around Wil-
lunga in 1852, would be to trawl through the 
health department, or Adelaide Hospital, re-
cords, at State Records (SA).  A trawl through 
the Government Gazettes, too, might give a 
hint. 

Another possibility, too, is a galloping form 
of consumption (tuberculosis).  This could oc-
casionally happen.  Women, the age of the 
mother in your family, were at high risk from 
TB, and the voyage and its aftermath could 
well have weakened her resistance, especially 
if she was pregnant.  Hence, if this was the 
case, she could have infected the others. This, 
though, was unusual, but it's a possibility. 

If one had the time, one could probably 
find out quite a bit if there was some kind of 
epidemic happening around Willunga at the 
time; there was a focus on limiting disease, 
which is why they went to so much trouble to 
try to prevent disease from entering the colony 
with infected immigrants. 

I admire the intrepid genealogists with 
whom you correspond.  Their digging and 
delving is so important for the collective pic-
ture. 

Are there no histories of Willunga that 
might be helpful, too? 

Are there no death records? These should 
give the cause of death.  I thought that regis-
tration of births, death, and marriages, was 
quite good by 1852? 

If nothing turns up later next year when I 
have the time, I may look into it myself, be-
cause it's intriguing and it shows just how 
tragically high the costs of relocation could 
be - in every sense.  Had I not already submit-

Buckinghamshire 
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Wiltshire Ag Labs 
c1850 – Part 4 

MARK BAKER’S ARTICLE CONTINUES 
(SEE ISSUES 5, 6 AND 13) 

 
Perhaps worst off of all for 
food were old people depend-
ent on their families, many of 
whom would today be living in 
old people's homes or geriatric 
wards in hospitals, the so-
called aged and infirm.  If they 
did not go into the workhouse, 
separated from their families 
and losing their independence, 
or did not have a small allow-
ance from a farmer they had 
worked for, they could not of-
ten expect to have a square 
meal.  For the sixty of them 
who happened to live in 
Collingbourne Kingston, a 
large overcrowded village on 
the Savernake Estate, one 
square meal a year was pro-
vided, just after Christmas, by 
Lady Ailesbury and the princ i-
pal inhabitants of the parish.  
Maria, Marchioness of Ailes-
bury, the attractive young sec-
ond wife of the elderly Mar-
quess, was a fashionable and 
charitable lady, popular in 
London society and on her 
husband's estates.  The occa-
sion was considered worth re-
porting in the Devizes Gazette, 
and in writing his account in 
January 1849 the reporter 
pulled out all the stops. 

'It was with extreme satisfaction, on the 
recurrence of this annual feast, on Tuesday 
last, we observed the Marchioness of Ailes-
bury accompanied by the Lady Cardigan, 
taking a most active and prominent part, by 
personally waiting on the humble recipients 
of this well- timed bounty; on which occasion 
we scarcely knew which to admire most - the 
extreme dexterity with which the noble Mar-
chioness applied the knife to the ponderous 
joints beneath which the table groaned, or 
the earnest and affable manner that distin-
guished these noble personages, as they con-
descendingly waited behind the chairs of the 

(Continued on page 4) 
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Such was the case with Julia 
Parker who visited the Marion 
web site and saw the name 
Benjamin Rich in the passen-
ger list.  She had followed her 
family line back to the mar-
riage of a Benjamin Rich in 
South Australia and now find-
ing that a Benjamin Rich emi-
grated on the Marion, won-
dered whether the names were 
of the same man.  

The “Marion Benjamin” 
was a single, 25-year-old “ag 
lab” from Buckinghamshire.  
He was one of the many who 
were rescued by ship after the 
wrecking, and taken to Port 
Adelaide. 

Julia found a marriage entry 
for her g-g-grandfather Benja-
min Rich married to Elisa 
Shrap on the 31 December 
1860.  The groom was 35 years 
old and the bride 21.  The 
groom’s father was entered as 
William Rich and the bride’s 
father as Henry Shrap.  They 
were married in the St 
Barnabas Church at Crystal 
Brook in South Australia.  The 
volume and page numbers of 
the registration were 44/309. 

About the only item of in-
formation, which may be com-
pared with other known data, is 
Benjamin’s age.  From the 
marriage certificate he was 
born c1825.  This corresponds 
closely with the emigrant’s 
age.  The father’s name does 
not help with identification nor 
does any other information 
from the marriage certificate. 

Julia had further information regarding her 
g-g-grandfather.  She found his death certifi-
cate and again the age corresponded to that on 
the passenger list as well as that on the mar-
riage certificate.  “He went to live in Broken 
Hill and owned a large sheep station in Men-
indie”. 

Julie also wrote:  “…My mother was his 
grand-daughter, but she was fostered from 
age 3, and at 21 found out she was not really 
the child of the family she lived with.  It was 
all very sad.  Consequently she knew nothing 
about her family except the little I have 
found…” 

Ed.  Can anyone help Julie?     _  

Other RICH names found 
in Biographical Index – no 
known connections to each 
other or to Benjamin.   
William Rich (1820-?) 
Spouses 
   Elizabeth (--?--) (circa 1822-1854) 
   Jane Foden (circa 1834-?) 
Parent 
   Thomas Rich 
Children 
   Alfred Rich (1846-?) 
   William Rich (circa 1853-?) 
 
Michael Rich 
Spouse 
   Mary Carroll 
 
Richard Rich 
Spouse 
   Rosa (--?--) 
Child 
   Phillip Alexander Rich (1865-?) 
 
Joseph Rich (1838-1902) 
Spouse 
   (--?--) (?-1890) 
 
Jesse Rich(?-1925) 
Spouse 
   Christiane Helene Mueller (1873-1963) 
Children 
   Olive Jane Millicent STOTT (1891-
1978) 
   William Morris Rich(1893-?) 
   David James Rich(1902-?) 
   Andrew W. Max Rich(1911-?) 
 
Alfred Franklin Rich (1814-1900) 
Spouse 
   Bridget Doyle (1830-1900) 
Parents 
   Robert Rich 
   Elizabeth (--?--) 
Children 
   Mary Elizabeth Rich (1846-1866) 
   Cath Rich (1848-?) 
   Eliza Rich (1848-1868) 
   Caroline Augta SCARFE (1850-1926) 
   Robert Alfred Rich (1853-1854) 
   Agnes Julia Rich (1854-?) 
   Emily Rich (1856-?) 
   Frances Rich (1859-?) 
   Rose Ann Rich (1862-1866) 
   Alfred Edwin/Edmund Rich (1864-?) 
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lowly but astounded guests.’ 
Noblesse oblige indeed! 
Another of the labourer's disadvantages 

was the poor quality of rural hous ing and the 
inadequate supply of it.  Here again a contrast 
with the north of England was noticed, where 
the cottages were said to be much more roomy 
and comfortable.  In Wiltshire in 1850 there 
were cottages and cottages.  The best were 
those recently built by landowners, but even 
they had no more than two rooms up and two 
down as a rule.  However, if the Savernake es-
tate semi-detached cottage built in 1846, in 
which this article is being written, is anything 
to go by, the walls were strong and thick (14 
inches of solid brick) and the roof would be 
covered with thick tiles of different patterns 
made at one of the landowner's brick-kilns.  A 
well in the garden supplied water, and sanita-
tion was of course out of doors.  Farmhouses 
built at that time had some attempt at a damp 
course; there were no damp courses for la-
bourers.  Only the lucky few had cottages like 
these, well built by estate workmen, with 
some form of elementary drainage.  The vast 
majority of labourers lived in thatched cot-
tages of far inferior quality, and some villages 
were really squalid.  Warminster Common, 
where a privy was regarded as something of a 
luxury and cottages swarmed with vermin, 
had been perhaps the most notorious in the 
county, till the Methodists cleaned it up, and 
surprisingly it escaped the cholera epidemic of 
1849.  It may be argued that primitive housing 
had a certain advantage for the labourer who 
emigrated; he and his family knew how to 
rough it.  Jacob Baker made no complaint 
about having to build his own house in Aus-

tralia; the materials were supplied by his em-
ployer, and it was fair enough that he should 
have to put them together.  That does not ex-
cuse or mitigate the severe overcrowding 
which cannot all be blamed on the landown-
ers; they after all had to build schools and 
churches as well as cottages.  A landowner 
like the Duke of Wellington, whom Caird par-
ticularly praised for his cottage-building at 
Stratfield Saye in Berkshire, might, as was the 
Duke's case, make little or nothing out of his 
estate.  Parish authorities were sometimes to 
blame when they tried to escape the worst 
consequences of the law of settlement and 
keep the poor rate down by reducing the num-
ber of dwellings inside their boundaries, for 
instance by letting cottages that belonged to 
the parish fall into decay.  With the large 
families of those days some overcrowding 
seemed inevitable, not only in working class 
homes; as the late Sir Harold Nicolson pointed 
out, the Tennyson family cannot have found it 
easy to fit themselves into Somersby Rectory, 
complete with servants and guests.  But there 
was a limit to overcrowding, and Lord Lans-
downe's agent thought that limit had been 
reached when he discovered 29 people, in-
cluding married couples, living under the 
same roof in a village not under his control.  
At Horningsham on the Longleat estate in 
1844 a man and his wife with seven children 
varying in age between 5 and 22 were living 
in two rooms, a fact of which Lady Bath was 
probably quite unaware.  It was common 
enough for all the children in a family, what-
ever their ages, to sleep in the same room; and 
the room was called a sleeping room, not a 
bedroom, for there may not have been room 
for beds.      _     

 

Articles for future issues of “Marion Family” Periodical will be welcomed. 
 
The Editor’s address and other details are as follows: 
 
John Keynes 
10 Bowey Avenue 
Salisbury Heights, S.A. 5109 
 
Telephone:      (08) 8258 9999  
Email:     ramacs@chariot.com.au 
 
This periodical can also be accessed on 
the world wide web from a web page 
produced by Beverley Matthews.  Ac-
cess at <www.users.on.net/esmarion>. 

If you know of someone who has an 
interest in the “Marion Family” 
history and would like to get paper 
copies of these periodicals as they 
are published, invite the person to 
send name, address and a book of 10 
stamps to the editor. 


