         

           The Great Fire stopped the Great Plague
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This is the myth that I hear people talking about most often. They may have read it in a children’s book or heard it at school. The idea is that there was a silver lining to the tragedy of the fire, as it ended the great plague that swept the city from 1665-66. This was the last major outbreak of the bubonic plague in London, and killed 100,000 Londoners- about 20% of the city's population. The fire is supposed to have wiped out London’s rats and fleas that spread the plague and burned down the insanitary houses which were a breeding ground for the disease. If anyone asks you about this, you can tell them that it’s not true. Here’s why: 

-The Great Fire only burnt about a quarter of the urban metropolis so it could not have purged the plague from the whole city.
-Though the outside walls of houses rebuilt after the fire had to be built from brick, there were no major improvements to hygiene and sanitation afterwards.
[image: image2.emf]-Many of the areas that were worst affected by the plague, such as Whitechapel, Clerkenwell and Southwark, were not destroyed by the fire.
-The numbers of people dying from plague were already in decline from the winter of 1665 onwards.
-People continued to die from plague in London after the Great Fire was over.

This myth seems to have grown up because the two catastrophes were so close together and because the Great Plague of 1665-66 was the last major outbreak of the disease in this country. We are still not sure why the plague did not return to our shores after it faded out in the 1670s but it wasn’t due to London’s 1666 fire. 
Source:https://www.museumoflondon.org.uk/discover/three-myths-you-believe-about-great-fire-london#:~:text=This%20was%20the%20last%20major,breeding%20ground%20for%20the%20disease.
