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RE PORT

OF THE

MEDICAL OFFICER OF HEALTH AND PUBLIC ANALYST,

FOR THE YEAR 1903.

To the Mayor, Aldermen, and Councillors of the

MEeTroroLITAN BOROUGH OF STEPNEY.

GENTLEMEN,

I have much pleasure in presenting to you my third Annual Report,
which deals with the Vital and Sanitary Statistics of the Borough of Stepney for
1903.

Population.

The population estimated to the middle of the year was 302,153, distributed
as follows : —

Limehouse District 3 68,184
St. George's 5 50,140
Mile End i . 114,452

Whitechapel ,, 79,377



Births.

The total number of births registered during the year was 11,271, which con-
sisted of 5,750 males and 5,521 females.

1,863 births were registered in the Limehouse District, or at the rate of
32 per 1,000 of the population.

2,067 were registered in the St. George's District, or at the rate of 41-2 per
1,000 of the population.

4,474 were registered in Mile End Old Town, or at the rate of 30 per
1,000 of the population.

2,867 were registered in the Whitechapel District, or at the rate of 361
per 1,000 of the population.

The birth-rate for the whole of the Borough was equal to 37-6 per 1,000. The
birth-rate in the previous year was 37-5, and the average for the previous ten years

was 37-8 per 1,000.

The birth-rate varies in the various parts of the Borough. Tt is less in the
Limehouse District than in the other three districts.

In the Limehouse District it has not varied much since 1898, when there was
an appreciable decline from the previous year. The average for the previous ten
years was 33-2 per 1,000,

The birth-rate in the St. George's District was much lower than in the previous
year, which was 44-1. It is lower than in any year since 1894, and indeed, with
two exceptions, it is the lowest since 1890.

The average for the ten years 1893-1902 was 43-2 per 1,000

The birth-rate in the Mile End District was much higher than in the previous
year, when it was 30-1 per 1,000. Tt is higher than the average for the previous
ten years, which was 369 per 1,000.

The birth-rate in the Whitechapel District steadily decreased from 1891 to
1901. In the latter year there was an increase of 3-6 per 1,000 over the previous

year. The rate, however, in 1903 was 1.7 per 1,000 less than the average of the
previous ten years.



What is the reason of this disparity? I am of opinion that immigration is
acconntable for it. In the Limehouse District the birth-rate is only slightly higher
than that for the whole of London. In this part of the district, where there is
less immigration, there is less change than in the other three districts. The people
that immigrate are married people of a child-bearing age. Consequently the larger
the number of persons of this age-period in a district the greater will be the num-
ber of children born. Applying this theory, one would expeet the highest birth-

rate to be in the St. George's District, and the lowest in the Limehouse District,
which is actually the case.

The birth-rate in each of the four districts is higher than that for the whole of
London, which was 28-4 per 1,000 of the population.

Marriages.

The marriages during the year numbered 2,839, or 126 more than in the
corresponding period of last year.

The proportion of persons married was 18-7 per 1,000 of the population, while
that for the whole of London was 17-4 per 1,000,

438 marriages oceurred in the Limehouse District, or at the rate of 15
persons married per 1,000 of the population,

245 marriages occurred in the 8t. George's District, or at the rate of 97
persons married per 1,000 of the population.

1,500 marriages occurred in the Mile End District, or at the rate of 27-7
persons married per 1,000 of the population.

566 marriages occurred in the Whitechapel District, or at the rate of 14:2
persons married per 1,000 of the population.

The proportion of persons married in each 1,000 of the population throughout
London was 17-4.

It will be seen that here again there is great disparity in the various districts.
The number in St. George’s is very small. I think, however, that the explanation
given with regard to the high birth-rate is applicable here as well. The people
that immigrate into the district are young married people. The marriages oceur



among the people that have lived in the district for some years. That is, the
number of young people in St. George's that get married and settle down in the
district is small compared to the number of families that come to live in the district
and have been married a few years previously.

Deaths.
The total number of deaths oceurring in the Borough was ... 5,683
Deduct deaths oceurring within the Borough among persons
not belonging thereto 976
4,707
Add deaths of residents outside the Borough ... 730
5,437

The deaths therefore, including those of residents which oceurred in Out-lying
Institutions, but exclusive of those of non-residents which oceurred in Public Insti-
tutions situated in the Borough, numbered 5,437. This corresponds to a death-rate
of 17-9 per 1,000 of the population.

1,148 occurred in the Limehouse District, or at the rate of 197 per 1,000,

1,020 % » ot George's . - | T
1,876 T 13 Mile End 1 T 1 163 35
1308 . ,  Whitechapel ) B il

Though the death-rate is still higher than that for the whole of London for the
same period, which was 15-2 per 1,000, it is much less than that for the previous
year, and also a great deal less than the average for the last ten years.

This is true not only of the Borough as a whole, but also of each individual
district.

As far as I am able to ascertain from previous reports, the death-rate has
never been so low in the four districts as it was in 1903. What makes it perhaps
more satisfactory is the gradual and progressive decline which has taken place during
the last four years, as is shown by the following table :—



Limehouse St.George's Mile End Whitechapel Whole
District. District. District. District.  Borough.

Average of 10 years,

1893 to 1902 e BB Ly BB s e By 224
1899 e Beb w8 e 8BB s ABS rns 28
1900 e 200 L. B . AB8 18 e 2D
1901 e 246 ... 23 e DBB sa 98 . 208
1902 SR | RO 5 R 1 ¢ P PR ¢« - (IR
1903 s AT aiw O B e DT 3ty LT

Compared with 1902 the causes of death were:—

Discase, 1902. 1903. Increase. Decrease.
Small Pox 2532 3 — . 249
Scarlet Fever ... - - R N 8
Enteric Fever Rhk o 27 — 6
Measles on  1BBeear 168 4 —_
Diphtheria ... TR s b3 — 21
Croup - 4 2 --
Whooping Cough ... o ABE L AOE GatiaaaFE—ssial 00
Diarrheea e 117 272 i+ 1bB ves | —
Enteritis e 188 ... 124 — 64
Rheumatic Fever ... ;s 10 3 —
Phthisis ST | L 51 —
Other Tubercular Diseases ... 233 ... 195 —_ 38
Bronchitis, Pneumonia, and

other Respiratory Diseases 1349 ... 1,071 .. — .. 278
Heart Disease vew AR L adt AT condbvoTE Shidie 7
Influenza ) B [esiveolioa'vest 2D
Injuries Nk Sk i ol ne MBI 3P =Sondl 4D
Convulsive Diseases ... wen oo CRERG G W =il 8
Wasting Dissasen. .. e 988 o 180wubeeh davinskl 108
Premature Births ... e GBI s B wmleeATR -
Old Age i B0 odERR o iiEs 58
Cancer e SO wse  BEsugslnl BRadaglly =
Alecoholism ... o M B one=S 0 28
All other Iseases ... o DuBERLS . eiben SRR BB —_

6,163 ios YR laliqeBib - 1,071

The excess of births over deaths was 5,834,



The following is a list of the Outlying Institutions and the number of residents
that have died during the year:—

Bermondsey Workhouse
Billingsgate Medical Mission
Bethnal House Asylum
Brompton Hospital
Banstead Asylum ...
Bethnal Green Infirmary
Cancer Hospital
Claybury Asylum ...
Charing Cross Hospital
Colney Hatch Asylum
Cheyne Hospital ... :
Central London Sick As}rlum Hend-:;-n
Cane Hill Asylum .. =
Chelsea Infirmary ...
Caterham Asylum ...
City of London Chest Hocsplta,i
Children’s Hospital, Great Ormonde Street ... 1
City of London Infirmary
Cancer Hospital
City Police Hospital
Dartford Asylum ...
Darenth Asylum
Eastern Fever Hospital
French Hospital, Soho
Freidsheim Hospital
German Hospital ...
Great Northern Hospital
Guy's Hospital
Home for Sick Children, Sy {lenham
Holborn Workhouse
Hanwell Asylum ...
Horton Asylum
Hoxton House Asylum
Hackney Infirmary i
H.M. Prison, Wormwood Ser uhbs
Hospital for Women, Soho Square
« Hospital of 8t. John and St. Elizabeth
Heart Hospital, Soho
King's College Hospital
London Fever Hospital
Leavesden Asylum
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Maternity Hospital, Hackney

Middlesex Hospital

Metropolitan Hospital

Manor Asylum

Nest, The, Upper Clapton ...

National Hospital .

National Hospital for I’a.ralf,ms

North Eastern Children's Hospital

North Eastern Fever Hospital
Poplar and Stepney Sick Asylum ... 19
Park Fever Hospital

Poplar Hospital

Parish Street Workhouse

Royal Chest Hospital

Seamen's Hospital .. Sea
St. Anne's House, Et-c-ka Newington ...
Small Pox Hospital

St. Bartholomew's Hospital ...

South Eastern Fever Hospital

St. Thomas's Hospital

Sick Asylum, Blackwall
Stepney Workhouse 11
South Western Hospital

Strand Workhouse

Tooting Bec Asylum

University College Hospital

Westminster Hospital

Wandsworth Infirmary
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The following deaths of residents occurred in Public Institutions in the
Borough : —

East London Hospital for Children ... 192
London Hospital ... 615
Mile End Infirmary 360
Mother's Home, '[Jf:-mnu,r[.ml Rna{l ]:.mt 1
Spanish and Portuguese Hospital ... 3
St. George's Infirmary 258
Whitechapel Infirmary 391
Whitechapel Workhouse ... 48
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There were 778 inquests held during the year. The causes of death assigned
were as follows:—

Accidents 80
Epilepsy (chiefly anmdant.s wlula in a ﬁt} 4
Burns and Scalds (chiefly children) ... 47
Drowning 14
Suicide ... 12
Murder ... 4
Manslaughter 1

InreECcTIOUS DMISEASES : —

Diphtheria 6
Small Pox 1
Erysipelas 5 4
Septicemia and CBllulltls 10
Enteric . 1
Syphilis b
Tetanus 1
Cancer 4
Phthisis 45
Tubercular Memngnhs 2
Aleohol 34
Opium Poisoning ... 1
Heat Stroke 4
Apoplexy 40
Bright's Disease ... 16
Heart Disease 103
Diseases of Liver ... 2
Diseases of Stomach 10
Summer Diarrheea 9
Ptomaine Poisoning 3
Diseases of Intestine 15
Pneumonia 36
Bronchitis (chiefly cl:mnm] 17
Other Respiratory Diseases 7
ArrecTiNGg CHILDREN—
Premature Birth 27
Atalectasis 8
Accidents during birth ... 3

Inattention at birth ... 13
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Circumeision

Improper feeding
Inanition

Teething

Rickets

Marasmus

Measles :

Whooping Cﬂugh
Convulsions

Overlain in bed by pa,reuta

=1
D b3 =] N = 3 O O e

=
(==

ArrFecTing PrEGNANCY AND LyING-IN :—

Accidents and Diseases of Childbirth, including Puer-
peral Fever 13
Criminal Abortion 1

Senility

Malnutrition and Sta.rval;mu
Over-eating .
General Palsy of t.he Insane
Cerebral Softening ..

Septic Meningitis ...

Lardaceous Disease

Urinary Diseases

Diabetes

Pernicious Anzemia

Bleeding from nose (Hmmnpluha.]
Bleeding from varicose vein in leg

Rl - B -

Small Pox.

From September, 1901, to October, 1902, 1,410 cases of Small Pox occurred in
the Borough, of which 283 proved fatal.

No other case occurred from October 14th, 1902, to January 29th, 1903, when
two men were removed from 41, Commercial Street, a common ledging house. They
were Guy Sutton, aged 29, and Richard Timmins, aged 33. The former had never
been vaceinated and the latter was vaccinated in infaney only. One other person
was removed from this address, Wm. Wood, aged 49, who was taken ill on February
15th and removed to the hospital on February 17th. He was vaccinated in infancy.
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I could not discover how the disease was contracted in the first instance.
None of these had done any work for some time, but had daily marched through
the streets with the unemployed for about three weeks. They may have come in
contact with persons suffering from the disease in this way.

On January 29th Samuel Laidlow, aged 61, was admitted to the St. George's
Workhouse. On January 31st he was taken ill, and removed to the Small Pox
Hospital on February 2nd, where he died on February 5th. He had been vacci-
nated in infancy only.

During the fortnight previous to his being admitted to the Workhouse he had
for the greater part of the time slept in the streets, but had slept one night only
at each of two different common lodging houses in Leman Street, one night at the
Seamans’ Mission, Well Street, and one night at 106, St. George Street—another
common lodging house.

On February 3rd Esther Brettell, aged 34, Seamans’ Mission Hall, Well Street,
was removed to the hospital. She had been ill for nearly a week. The patient
was vaccinated in infancy only.

On February 16th Elizabeth Fleming, aged 36, of 43, Bromhead Street, was
taken ill and removed to the hospital on February 18th. She had been vacci-
nated in infancy only. Mrs. Fleming was employed in the St. George's Workhouse
Laundry. She had washed Laidlow's clothing before it was known that he was
actually suffering from Small Pox. Two other persons resided at the above address,
Robert Foster, aged 25, and Hannah Foster, aged 23. The latter had been recently
vaccinated, but the former had been vaccinated in infancy only. On March 3rd,
Robert Foster was taken ill and was removed to the hospital on March 5th. 1
was informed by the Medical Superintendent of the St. George's Infirmary that
when the first case occurred all the officers, both permanent and temporary, at the
workhouse had been vaccinated, but that Mrs. Fleming was by an oversight over-
looked. She was the only officer that contracted Small Pox.

On February 19th Charles Wilson, aged 66, was removed from the St. George's
Workhouse to the Small Pox Hospital, where he died on February 24th. He had
been vaccinated in infancy only. Wilson had been an inmate sinece November 21st,

1902.

On March 4th a person unknown was turned out of an eating-house, 70, Went-
worth Street. He was, however, kmown by sight as a frequenter of common lodging
houses. When the patient was turned out of the eating-house, it was observed that
he was very ill, and the attention of two police officers was called to him. These
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officers removed him to the Whitechapel Infirmary, where he died immediately
afterwards from Small Pox. Condition as to vaccination unknown. He was 30 to
35 years of age. The ambulance that was used to carry him to the Infirmary was
fumigated, and the clothing of the police officers disinfected. No ofher case occurred
through this one.

On April 6th, Mary Marney, aged 42, of 15, Graces Alley, Well Street, was
removed to the Small Pox Hospital. 8She had been vaccinated in infancy only.
Immediately the patient was removed, all the other residents were vaccinated, with
the exception of one person. Four adults and four children were thus vaccinated.

On April 19th, Mary Caldwell, aged 19—who was the only person in 15, Graces
Alley, who refused to be vaccinated—was taken ill and removed to the hospital on
April 22nd. She had been vaccinated in infaney only.

On May 24th, Thomas Platt, aged 18, of 17, Dorset Street, Whitechapel—a
common lodging house—was taken ill, and removed to the Small Pox Hospital on
May 27th. He had been vaccinated in infancy only. Platt was a newsvendor, and
had slept regularly at this address for about three wecks.

On June 3rd, Walter White, aged 48, was removed from the same address to
the hospital. He had never been vaccinated.

On October 22nd, Isaac Rein, aged 20, of 31, Grey Eagle Street, was removed
to the Small Pox Hospital. He had been vaccinated in infancy only. He arrived
in England on October 22nd from Hamburg on SS. Sylvia.

On October 24th, Emanuel Blanket, aged 19, of 53, Tarling Street, was taken
ill and removed to the Small Pox Hospital on October 28th. He had been vacci-
nated in infaney only. Blanket was a hairdresser, and worked at 94, Waterloo Road,
Southwark, where three other persons had been recently removed to the Small Pox
Hospital.

On December 22nd, Esther E. Avis, aged 14, of 12, Mcnsey Street, was taken
ill and removed to the Small Pox Hospital on December 26th. She had been vacei-
nated in infancy. Two days afterwards her brother, John D. Avis, aged 3, was
removed to the hospital. He was not vaccinated. T could not trace where these
children had contracted the disease,

On December 23rd, Sarah Slacks, aged 19, of 30, St. Dunstan’s Road, was taken
ill and removed to the hospital on December 29th. She had never been vaccinated.
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These 18 cases were distributed as follows: —

Limehouse District ... P i
St. George's District 2
Mile End District ... b
Whitechapel District 2
St. George's Workhouse 2
Whitechapel Common Lodging Houses 7

Four of the cases were those of unvaccinated persons. All recovered. Thirteen
had been vaccinated in infancy only, and two died. Both these persons were over
60 years of age. All those that had been vaccinated in infancy were over 14
years of age. Omne case that proved fatal was doubtful as to age and the condi-
tion as to vaccination. The disease was in such a stage when first seen by a medical
man that it could not be ascertained whether he had vaccination scars or not.

Measles.

The number of deaths was 162, or 4 more than in the preceding year.

42 occurred in the Limehouse District, or at the rate of -72 per 1,000 »f
the population.

39 occurred in the St. George's District, or at the rate of -78 per 1,000 of
the population.

48 occurred in the Mile End District, or at the rate of 42 per 1,000 of
the population.

33 occeurred in the Whitechapel District, or at the rate of -42 per 1,000 of
the population.

The death-rate for the whole Borough was at the rate of -50 per 1,000 of the
population. The death-rate for the whole of London was 45 per 1,000.

Though the death-rate in this Borough was high, it was lower than in the three
adjacent Boroughs.

The London County Council made an order that certain sections of the Public
Health Act should apply to Measles. This Order was approved by the Loeal
Government Board and came into force on April 1st of this year.
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The following is a brief summary of the sections referred to, as supplied by the
London County Counecil in their communication of March 16th:—

Section 60 gives power to sanitary authorities to require the cleansing
and disinfection of infected houses or parts of houses, and the disinfection
or destruction of infected articles, and requires them to pay compensation
for articles destroyed or for unnecessary damage caused by disinfection, and
to provide, free of charge, temporary accommodation for the shelter of per-
sons during the disinfection of the dwellings.

Section 61 enables sanitary authorities to require infected bedding,
clothing, or other articles, to be delivered up to them for disinfection or
destruction, and provides that they shall pay compensation for any unnecessary
damage or for articles destroyed. Any person failing to comply with a notice

by the sanitary authority under this section is liable to a fine not exceeding
Ten Pounds.

Section 62 prohibits persons from knowingly casting, or causing or per-
mitting to be cast, infectious rubbish into ashpits without previous dis-
infection. Any person infringing the provisions of this section is liable to
a fine not exceeding Five Pounds, and to a further fine of Forty Shillings
for every day during which the offence continues after notice of such pro-
vision has been served upon the master of the house by the sanitary authority,

which shall on his request provide for the removal and disinfection or destrue-
tion of the aforesaid rubbish,

Section 63 prohibits persons, under a penalty not exceeding Twenty
Pounds, from knowingly letting houses or parts of houses in which infected
persons have been lodging until such premises have been disinfected, and
until all infected articles therein have been disinfected or destroyed.

For the purposes of this section the keeper of an inn shall be deemed to
let for hire part of a house to any person admitted as a guest into such inn,

Section 64 provides that any person letting, or showing for the purpose
of letting, a house or part of a house, who knowingly makes a false statement
as to a case of infectious disease being, or having within six weeks previously
been, therein, shall be liable to a fine not exceeding Twenty Pounds or to a
month’s imprisonment with or without hard labour.

Section 65 provides for a penalty not exceeding Ten Pounds, on persons
ceasing to occupy infected houses or parts of houses without disinfection or
notice of the previous existence of the disease to the owner or master of the

house or part of the house, or knowingly make a false answer to questions
on the subject.
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Section 68 prohibits, under a penalty not exceeding Five Pounds, the
exposure of infected persons or articles without proper precautions against
spreading the disease.

Section 69 prohibits, under a penalty not exceeding Ten Pounds, infected
persons from carrying on any occupation in such manner as to be likely to
spread disease.

Section 70 prohibits the convevance of infected persoms in public con-
veyances, The person responsible for such an offence is liable to a fine not
exceeding Ten Pounds, and the driver of the conveyance is further liable to
a fine not exceeding Five Pounds if, after conveying any such person, he fails
to give notice to the Sanitary Authority and to have the conveyance dis-

infected.

Section 72 prohibits, under a penalty not exceeding Five Pounds, the
retention for more than forty-eight hours in a dwelling room, sleeping room
or workroom, of the body of any persom who has died of any infectious
disease, unless such body is retained with the sanction in writing of a doctor.

Section 73 requires that, in certain cases, the body of a person who has
died in hospital of an infectious disease shall be removed only for burial.
Any person wilfully offending against this section is liable to a fine not ex-
ceeding Ten Pounds.

Section 74 prohibits, without previous notice to the owner or driver, the
use of a public conveyance for carrying a body of a person who has died of
an infectious disease, and requires the disinfection of the conveyance if so
used. Any person offending against this section is liable to a fine not exceed-
ing Five Pounds, and to a further fine not exceeding Forty Shillings for every
day during which the offence continues.

The remaining sections that refer to infectious diseases are Sections 55, 56, 57,
58, 59, 66, 67, and T1. These sections are not included in the Order.

Sections 55, 56 and 57 relate to the notification of infectious disease.

Sections 66 and 67 relate to the removal to a hespital of persons without proper
lodging accommodation and to their detention thereat.

Section 71 relates to the inspection of dairies and the power to prohibit the sale
of milk.
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It will be seen on carefully perusing the sections that a person is liable to heavy
penalties if he exposes infected clothing or allows a person suffering from Measles
to be in a public place.

It also makes it compulsory to have the premises disinfected after a patient
has recovered from Measles. Yet it is the duty of no one to notify the Medical
Officer of Health of the existence of the disease. How, then, is he to find out where
people are suffering from Measles in order to have the premises disinfected ?

In all the other diseases (where these sections apply) unless a medical man is
in attendance, it is made compulsory on the head of the family, and in his absence
on the nearest relative, to at once communicate with the Medical Officer of Health.
In a number of cases no medical man is even called in to attend to a child suffering
from Measles, and when he is, he is not obliged to notify. Therefore, the disease is
not notified by the doctor in the usual way. Parents will not voluntarily give the
necessary information to the Sanitary Authority, and thus bring upon themselves
the resulting trouble and inconvenience of having their rooms, clothing, ete., disin-
fected. They regard Measles as a trivial disease, and in the light of a “ necessary
evil.” Instead of isolating the patient, they generally allow the other children to
come in contact with him, so that all the other children will have the disease and be
laid up at the same time. Therefore, to expect them to voluntarily notify the
disease is absurd. If we attempted to enforce the sections mentioned in the Order
by Police Court proceedings, T am afraid we should meet with failure on each occa-
sion. As it is not compulsory either to notify or to call in a doctor, how are we to
prove that the parents knew that the patient suffered from Measles! If they
informed the Magistrate that they did not know that the disease was Measles, we
could not contradict them, and the case would be at once dismissed.

It is true that we often receive information from the teachers of the Board
Schools that children are absent from school through Measles. This information is
not of much use, as we cannot very well verify the statement. The Medical Officer
of Health has neither the power nor the time to visit these premises to verify the
statements as to whether the children are suffering from Measles or not. Besides,
by the time he receives the information from the School the specific symptoms
have perhaps disappeared, and it would then be impossible for anyone to diagnose
the disease with any certainty.

The information received from the teachers is far from being conclusive
evidence that the child is really suffering from Measles. The source of their know-
ledge is either the attendance officer who has called to inquire the reason of the
child's absence, and has been informed that the child has Measles, or possibly another
child from the same family informs the teacher that the reason of the child’s
absence is due to an illness. When pressed as to what he is suffering from, he
replies that it is Measles. Both these sources are unreliable, and do not justify
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the expense and inconvenience the people may be put to, by having the rooms dis-
infected. In most cases the entire house requires fumigating if the process is going
to be of any service at all, as by the time the information has reached the sanitary
authority the child is frequently convalescent and has been wandering about in every
room.

During an epidemic, when perhaps the school would be closed, and during a
vacation, we would be without even this scanty information. Moreover, this system
of communicating the fact that children are absent from school, through illness, is
confined to Board Schools, and does not apply to voluntary and private schools.

Furthermore, Section 70 prohibits the conveyance of infected persons in publie
conveyances. The person responsible iz liable to a fine of £10, and the driver is
further liable to a penalty of £5, if this section be contravened. Suppose a child
is brought to a hospital from a distance, and a doctor at that institution diagnoses
measles? How is that child to be taken home again? The hospital authorities will
not take him into the hospital if they can possibly help it, as it is not a suitable
case to be taken into the wards. At the time the Order came into force the Metro-
politan Asylums Board would not remove him to his home. The officials of the
Asylums Board have often refused to remove cases to any place except to their own
hospitals. This question was raised by the East London Hospital for Children,
and as a result of their and our representation the Metropolitan Asylums Board
now consent to remove such cases to their own homes. I am afraid this is not
often done. If a child has Measles and the parents conmsider that he should be
seen by a doctor, in a large number of cases the doctor is not sent for, but for
economic reasons the child is taken to the surgery. If the sections are to be en-
forced, the doctor must keep the patient isolated until he is removed home by one
of the Board's ambulances, and to have his consulting and waiting rooms disinfected.
Is this procedure carried out? I am afraid not. With respect to Small Pox,
Diphtheria and the other notifiable diseases it iz carried out to the letter.

If Measles were made notifiable the parents would have more respect for the
disease, and instead of taking the patient to see the doctor, they would call the
doctor to visit the patient. They would not, as a general rule, run the risk of being
prosecuted for not supplying the necessary information to the Sanitary Authority.

Before the Local Government Board confirmed the Order of the London County
Council, the Stepney Borough Council strongly protested against it. The Local
Government Board’s reply, however, was to the effect that the Board did not find
any sufficient reason for withholding their approval to the proposal, and that by
this step the public might be led to regard more seriously than they did in many
cases at present the dangers attaching to the infection of Measles, I grant that
if the sections relating to measles were made notifiable, the latter part of their
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reply might reasonably be justified. As it stands, however, the action taken may
have a contrary effect. It may affect the consideration that the public have for
the other infectious diseases, and induce them to treat the conditions relating to
disinfection and isolation of the other diseases with the same contempt that they
now affect for Measles. After having had a few months' experience of the sections
in question, I am still of opinion that they are useless. I do not consider that
the sections will be of any use unless Measles is put on exactly the same footing as
the Notifiable Diseases.

To make Measles a notifiable disease in the usual way would be expensive, and
it is questionable whether the expenditure would be justified. It is true that it
has been tried in many of the large provincial towns, but the conditions are
somewhat different. TIn all the places: where the experiment has been made,
a certain number only of the patients were removed to the Fever Hospitals.
During the height of the epidemic the hospital accommodation was found to be
inadequate in all such towns. In London, however, there are no beds set apart in
any of the Fever Hospitals for the accommodation of Measles.

If the Metropolitan Asylums Board supplied sufficient hospitals for Measles
on the same basis as they have provided for the other notifiable diseases, the expense
would be enormous. In addition to this, the costs incurred in the payment of noti-
fication fees would be more than double what they are now, and in this connection
it would have to be remembered that the other samitary work would be interfered
with, owing to the time of the inspectors being taken up during the occurrence of
an epidemic. Even were it possible to remove the patients to the hospital, one
would never expect in Measles to have the same good results as in the other in-
fectious diseases. The children that contract Measles are generally younger than
those who suffer from Scarlet Fever. Most of the deaths last year were children
under two years of age, and nearly one-half were infants under one year of age.
The objections to removing to Fever Hospital babies under a twelve-month old are
obvious. Besides, the disease is infectious long before the rash appears, and days
before the disease can be diagnosed with any certainty.

Removal to hospital being out of the question, ean nothing be done to have the
patient isolated at home?!

In this Borough during 1903 it was found necessary to remove to the Fever
Hospitals 87 per cent. of the Diphtheria cases, and 88 per cent. of the Scarlet Fever
cases, due to the fact that it was impossible to have them isolated at home. It
would therefore be necessary to remove an equivalent percentage of children suffering
from Measles if strict isolation would be enforced.

With the exception of Diarrhea there were more deaths from Measles in our
Borough last year than any other Zymotic disease. In fact, there were more deaths

B2
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from it than from Small Pox, Scarlet Fever, Diphtheria, Croup, and Enteric Fever
put together. The number of hospitals required, calculated on this basis, would be
enormous. Would the results that one might reasonably expect justify the means?
The majority of the Medical Officers of Health of the distriets where compulsory
notification has been tried approve of it, but scarcely any can point to a diminished
prevalence of the disease. 1 maintain, however, that any steps that are taken
without compulsory notification are of no use. By notification you certainly receive
information where the first cases occur. The inspection and, if possible, isolation,
with full instructions and periodic visits to see that these are carried out, would
be of some use, if only to warn the parents against pulmonary complications which
are so frequently fatal. Sufficient care is not exercised by the parents to prevent
these serious complications. These visits would also tend to prevent the spread of

the disease, as well as lead to the increased appreciation by the public of the serious
nature of the disease,

As I am afraid compulsory notification with removal to isolation hospitals
would not be justified by the results, the attempt to strictly carry out the
other measures mentioned will be treated with ridicule, and temd to bring
preventive measures generally into disrepute.

Scarlet Fever.

816 cases of Scarlet Fever were notified, of which 719 were removed to the
various Fever Hospitals,

156 occurred in the Limehouse District, with 1 death.
144 occurred in the St. George's District, with 3 deaths.
278 occurred in the Mile End District, with 6 deaths.
238 occurred in the Whitechapel District, with 8 deaths.

The number of notifications is 138 and the number of deaths 8 less than in
the preceding year. This reduction has occurred in three out of the four districts,
the number of cases being 35 less in the Limehouse District, 30 more in St. George's,
121 less in Mile End, and 12 less in the Whitechapel District.

The death-rate for the whole of the Borough was at the rate of 06 per 1,000 of
the population, that for the whole of London being -08 per 1,000.
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Whooping Cough.

The number of deaths was 105, or 83 less than in the previous year.

20 occurred in the Limehouse District, or at the rate of -34 per 1,000 of
the population.

25 occurred in the St. George's District, or at the rate of 50 per 1,000 of
the population.

34 occurred in the Mile End District, or at the rate of -29 per 1,000 of
the population.

26 occurred in the Whitechapel District, or at the rate of -32 per 1,000 of
the population.

The death-rate for the whole of the Borough was at the rate of -34 per 1,000 of
the population.

The death-rate throughout London was -35 per 1,000 of the population.

Diphtheria.

457 Diphtheria cases were notified during the year, and 401 were removed fo
the Fever Hospitals, This number is 184 less than in the preceding year.

80 cases occurred in the Limehouse Distriet, with 8 deaths, which 1s
equivalent to a death-rate of -14 per 1,000 of the population.

63 cases occurred in the St. George's District, with 7 deaths, which is
equal to a death-rate of -14 per 1,000 of the population.

182 cases occurred in Mile End Old Town, with 26 deaths, which is equal
to a death-rate of -23 per 1,000 of the population.

132 cases occurred in the Whitechapel District, of which 17 proved fatal,
which is equal to a death-rate of -21 per 1,000 of the population.

58 proved fatal in the whole of the Borough, which is equal to a death-rate
of -19 per 1,000 of the population. 12-7 per cent. of the cases proved fatal.

The death-rate throughout London was -14 per 1,000,
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Membranous Croup.

Eight cases were notified, and one was removed to the hospital.

2 occurred in the Limehouse District. One proved fatal.
1 occurred in the St. George's District. He recovered.

2 occurred in the Mile End District. One proved fatal.

3 occurred in the Whitechapel District. Two proved fatal.

Typhus Fever.

One case occurred in the Whitechapel District. The patient recovered. When
he was removed to the Fever Hospital it was thought that he was suffering from
Enteric Fever, and it was not until he had been several days at that Institution that
I was informed that he was really suffering from Typhus Fever.

Enteric Fever.

179 cases occurred during the year, of which 146 were removed to the various

hospitals.
27 proved fatal, which corresponds to a death-rate of -089 per 1,000.

43 cases ocewrred in the Limehouse District, and 7 proved fatal, which is
equal to a death-rate of -12 per 1,000 of the population.

35 cases occurred in the St. George's District, and 7 proved fatal, which is
equal to a death-rate of -14 per 1,000 of the population.

60 cases occurred in Mile End, with 11 deaths, which is equal to a death-
rate of -09 per 1,000 of the population.

41 cases occurred in the Whitechapel District, with 2 deaths, which is equal
to a death-rate of -02 per 1,000 of the population.

15 per cent. of the cases proved fatal.
The death-rate for the whole of London was -08 per 1,000,
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Erysipelas.
376 cases were notified, and 50 were removed to the various hospitals and

infirmaries,

64 occurred in the Limehouse District, with 2 deaths.
73 occurred in the St. George's District, with 5 deaths.
1530 oceurred in the Mile End District, with 6 deaths.
109 occurred in the Whitechapel District, with 4 deaths.

The death-rate was -05 per 1,000 of the population.

Diarrhcea.

The number of deaths from Diarrhea, which includes Epidemic and Zymotic
Enteritis; Dysentery, and Dysenteric Diarrheea; Cholera and Choleraic Diarrheea,
was 272, of which 214 were infants under one year of age.

56 occurred in the Limehouse District, or at the rate of -96 per 1,000.
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The death-rate for the whole of the Borough was at the rate of -90 per 1,000
of the population,

Enteritis.

The number of deaths from Enteritis, which includes Gastro-Enteritis, Muco-
Enteritis, and Gastric Catarrh, was 124, Of this number, 94 were children under

one year of age.

22 occurred in the Limehouse District, or at the rate of -38 per 1,000.
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The death-rate for the whole of the Borough was at the rate of -41 per 1,000.
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Puerperal Fever.

Eleven cases of Puerperal Fever occurred, 2 in Limehouse, 3 in St. Georges,
3 in Mile End, and 3 in Whitechapel.

Zymotic Diseases.

The total deaths from Zymotic Diseases numbered 658. This number corre-
sponds to a death-rate of 2:17 per 1,000 of the population. It includes deaths from
Small Pox, Measles, Scarlet Fever, Whooping Cough, Diphtheria, Croup, Enteric
Fever, Puerperal Fever and Diarrheea,

139 oeccurred in the Limehouse District, or at the rate of 2:40 per 1,000.
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Phthisis,

627 deaths occurred from Phthisis during the year. This corresponds to a
death-rate of 2.07 per 1,000 of the population.

123 occurred in the Limehouse District, or at the rate of 2:12 per 1,000.
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The death-rate for Phthisis for the whole of London was 1:6 per 1,000.

In addition to the deaths from Phthisis there were 195 deaths due to other
Tubercular diseases. This corresponds to a death-rate of ‘64 per 1,000.

52 occurred in the Limehouse District, or at the rate of -89 per 1,000.
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Diseases of the Respiratory Organs.

There were 1,071 deaths due to diseases of Respiratory Organs, which corre-
sponds to a death-rate of 3-54 per 1,000.

198 occurred in the Limehouse District, or at the rate of 3-41 per 1,000.
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Infantile Mortality.

1,699 infants died under one year of age. This is equal to aideath-rate of 141
per 1,000 births. This number is 108 less than in the previous year, when the rate
was 150 per 1,000 births.

308 occurred in the Limehouse District, or at the rate of 165 per 1,000
births.

349 occurred in the St. George's District, or at the rate of 170 per 1,000
births.

547 occurred in the Mile End District, or at the rate of 122 per 1,000
births.

395 occurred in the Whitechapel District, or at the rate of 138 per 1,000
births.

The infantile mortality throughout London was 131 per 1,000 births. It was
not therefore much higher in this Borough than in the whole of London. The
mortality was less in Limehouse and Mile End than in the previous year, but higher
in St. George's and Whitechapel.

The Limehouse District had an unenviable reputation for several years of
having the highest infantile mortality of any district in London. Last year this
was not so, and the rate has been gradually declining since 1898.
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Table of infantile mortality in the various Districts per 1,000 births, for the
years 1899-1903 : —

Year. Limehouse  St. Georges. Mile End.  Whitechapel Total for the
District. District. whole district.
1899 Ly L LRI . RE i RPN ol R
1900 P - S T | i 166 ... 140 ... 166
1901 PSS 01 MR 186, ... 1b0- _.. 140 ... 165
1902 ner DT oo AR o RS Y aned b
1903 s | DRSERa B L ey | R R 188 - Ll

I have no doubt that the wet and cool summer was the cause in some districts
of fewer number of deaths from Diarrheea, and thus was the direct cause of the
lowered infantile mortality. In this Borough this was not the case, as the number
of deaths of infants under one year of age from Diarrheea was greater than in the
previous year. In 1903 the number of deaths under one year of age from Diarrheea
and Enteritis was 308, and in 1902 the number was 248. The number was greater
in each district with the exception of the Whitechapel District, which was five less
than in the previous year.

The decrease was more marked in the Limehouse District than in any other
part of the Borough, and the decline started from the year 1900. During that year
the late Limehouse Board caused to be distributed pamphlets giving advice to
mothers how to properly rear and bring up children. Hundreds of these pamphlets
have since been distributed in this part of the Borough, through the various parish
officials, district visitors, nurses, etc. It is a significant fact that since this course
has been adopted, there have been fewer deaths of infants under one year of age.

Old Age.

202 deaths were due to Old Age. This corresponds to a death-rate of 66 per
1,000 of the population.

50 occurred in the Limehouse District, or at the rate of -86 per 1,000
< 7 RN - St. George's a5 w dd
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Alcoholism.

The number of deaths registered and ascribed to the consumption of Aleohol
was 76, as compared with 102 in 1902 and 100 in 1901. It will be thus seen that
there is a marked reduction during the last year. It may perhaps be argued that
this improvement is due to the large and increasing number of Jews in the district,
who are undoubtedly more moderate in this particular generally than the native
population. I do not think this explanation is conclusive, as there is less drunken-
ness in recent years throughout the whole country, and the same reduction is mani-
fest in other districts where the number of Jews is negligeable. I am of opinion
that there is a wave of temperance passing over the land.

Cancer.

The number of deaths from Cancer increased from 201 in 1902 to 223 in 1903.
This dread disease is, I believe, definitely on the increase in this district as well as
in nearly all other districts.

It is not quite fair to compare the number of deaths from this disease in
recent years to what it was in former years, as at that time the disease, especially
where it attacked internal organs, was incorrectly diagnosed and the deaths were
ascribed to some other diseases.

It is, however, perfectly just to compare the number of deaths from year to
year in recent times as the means at our disposal for obtaining an accurate
diagnosis have not appreciably increased from that period. When this test is
applied, the same progressive increase is continually being manifested.

Notifiable Diseases.

1,866 cases of infectious disease were notified. Of this number, 499
only were treated at home or died before they could be removed to the various

hospitals.
265 occurred in the Limehouse District.

232 occurred in the St. George's District.
461 occurred in the Mile End District.
409 occurred in the Whitechapel District.
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The number of notifiable diseases is less in each district than it has ever been
since the 1891 Act came into force.

For the sake of comparison with the previous years I give below two tables
giving the number in the previous years. ln the second table, even by excluding
Small Pox it will be seen that the decrease is satisfactory,

TaBLE oF NoTiFiaBLE InrEcTIOUS DisEases, viz., Smain Pox, CHoLERA, DIPHTHERIA,
Croup, ErysiPELAS, ScaRLET FEvER, Tyruus FEvER, ENTERIC AND PUERPERAL
FeveEr sivce 1892 1y THE vaAmioUs LMsTRICTS.

Year. Limehouse. St. George's.  Mile End. Whitechapel. Total.
1892 Tl cwse coBBBiol sip o BlRE 0 ape o clBEETw ong ol
1893 el 208 i LR Sl BB e 0 8B e oBTES
1894 D 5 ks B R BBB . w9t 23,181
1895 b .. 809 ..o LbbE o LINE L &10E
1896 764 ... 810 ... 164D 0 . L2160 4538
1897 1 SRR - (.| RS I ¢ T 950 ... 8,763
1898 L T | 1 R 6la o 2008
1899 a0l ... 483 .. 663 ... 661 ... 3,184
1900 486 ... 431 ... et 846 ... 2,676
1901 G608 ..o B . i 918 ... 642 ... 2,622
1902 G880 | oo BB e B L THERT v S
1903 1 A T 660 ... 086 .oy 1LB0OB

The Small Pox epidemic was the cause of the increase during the last two
years. Excluding Small Pox, it will be seen that the gradual decline is very marked
and highly satisfactory, as is evident from the following table: —

TasLE oF NoTiFiaBLE IISEASES, BUT EXCLUDING SmarL Pox,

Year. Limehouse. St. George's. Mile End. ‘Whitechapel. Total.
1892 o 764 an LDHS 1,458 1,021 3,796
1893 P POTRRER - i SR 956 win o000 1,246 ... b,423
1894 710 603 L3318 .. 577 e 5,108
1895 TaR e aBibl- abeanin 1 A0 L 906 ... 3993
1896 TBT " Con B0 g DGR vl Sl O o il
1897 ThHd ;v obb 1,434 950 3,763
1898 461 | 626 G17 2,094
e et e S R T sl T
wog 25 10T pgeeshaagEien) 8 olipgy ATEBROIREE . 5608
1901 BT oiin Rl ol BT2 ", vess 268 ... 2453
008 < e BOMeERe U . BEE v B .l LA

1903 i 7 R ¢ (e 635 ... 627 ... 1,848
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Return Cases.

It frequently happens that, when a patient convalescent from Scarlet Fever has
been discharged from hospital, further cases are later notified from among those
brought into contact with him after his return home,

Such cases, associated in this manner with the return home of the patient, are
termed " return” cases.

During the year 1903, in this district, 15 primary cases of Scarlet Fever gave
rise to 24 such “return” cases.

Return cases oceur, but in much less marked degree, in connection with Diph-

theria. During the same period two primary cases of Diphtheria gave rise to two
return cases.

They occurred as follows:—

Date of Total number
Date of removal of of return
Address. discharge subsequent cases. cases.
10, Taylor's Place . January 9th January 16th 1
3, Maidman Street ... January Tth January 22nd 1
7, Dongola Street January 23rd January 23rd 1
20, Salter Street January 5th February 3rd 1
6, Ropner Place .. January 23rd February 9th 1
54, Portland Street ... February 4th ... February 11th 1
438, Commercial Road February 18th ... February 28th 1
60, Jubilee Street April 2nd April 27th 1
33, Kinder Street April 22nd . May 6th 1
6, Pixley Street May 6th ... (1) May 11th
(2) May 12th
(3) May 15th
(4) May 19th
(5) June 9th A
6, White's Gardens ... June 22nd - July 18th 1
13, Lee Street July 24th . (1) July 30th
(2) August 1st T
50, London Street July 31st .. (1) August Tth
(2) September 26th ... 2
43, Gold Street Aungust 21st . (1) August 29th
(2) September Tth
(3) December 10th 3
199, Salmon Lane .. October 2nd October 9th 1
35, Bewley Buildings December 18th ... December 23rd .. 1
16, Rowsell Street November 14th ... November 19th 2
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It will be observed that the return case is often not removed to the
hospital until after the expiration of the incubation period. It must, however, be
remembered that the doctor is frequently not called to see the patient for several
days. The rash may have possibly disappeared by that time, and the medical man
is not prepared to certify it for several days—in fact, not until the child has started

peeling,

Towards the end of the year I reported to the Public Health Committee the
return cases that had occurred during the latter part of the year. Some of these
were “ peeling” when they were discharged from the hospital. As a result, the
Borough Council called the attention of the Metropolitan Asylums Board to these
cases. The Council also informed the Board that these cases had been discharged
while in an infectious condition. Whether the infective material was conveyed in
the desquamating skin, was not so important as the fact that the discharged patients
were the cause of propagating the disease among other children. The reply was that
the matter had received the very careful consideration of a Special Sub-Committee
of the Board, who had received a report thereon by the Medical Investigator, and
they could find no evidence to substantiate our allegation, that any of the patients
were discharged from hospital at too early a period. The letter further stated the
procedure adopted before the patients are discharged, which is as follows: —

“ When the opinion is expressed by the Medical Superintendent that a
patient is fit to be discharged, a notice is sent to the friends, of the exact
day and hour, two days later, when a patient will be discharged. Before the
actual discharge takes place, the patient, after special preparation, is again
finally examined by the Medical Officer in charge, with a view of determining
whether such discharge should be effected.”

Though the Council had enclosed with their letter a copy of my report on the
cases, the Board unfortunately did not forward a copy of their Medical Investi-
gator's report with their reply. My chief object in reporting the matter to the
Committec was that the Metropolitan Asylums Board might be asked to cause a
fair and unbiassed inquiry to be made as to the injurious agency that is responsible
for these cases, and to have it remedied if possible.

The different incidence in these two diseases—Scarlet Fever and Diphtheria—
is possibly partly explained on the grounds that, whereas most, if not all, of the
hospitals of the Metropolitan Asylums Board discharge their Diphtheria patients
“eculture free,” such a procedure is at present impossible in the case of Scarlet
Fever, owing to the fact that, whereas the bacillus of Diphtheria is generally acknow-
ledged and easily recognised, we are at present in ignorance of the microbe of Scarlet
Fever.
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It is true that organisms have been isolated and described as such specific
microbes, notably the Streptococcus Scarlatine (Klein), and the Diplococeus Secar-
latinge (Class). These have not by any means met with general recognition and
assent.

At the present time, return cases in Scarlet Fever have been ascribed to and
associated with :—

1. Cotncidence.

This 18, of course, possible. It is, however, improbable that so many should
occur six weeks or two months after the removal to hospital of the first patient and
within such a short time of his returning home.

2. Concealment of infectious materials by parents and guardians.

It is notorious that people most readily give up bedding, personal clothing,
especially if old or worn, books and curtains to the Sanitary Authority—yet toys and
Snnday clothes are very often concealed and thereby escape disinfection—to be worn
and used again on the patients being discharged from hospital. This does not apply
so much to our own district, as my instructions to the disinfectors are that they
must take away all articles of clothing to be disinfected. If any particular article
18 refused they are at once to report the matter to me. It is therefore not left to
the people themselves as to what shall be disinfected or not.

The patients are usually removed to the hospital at the onset of the disease
and during the acute stage. Under these circumstances, as the children are very ill,
no toys are bought for them. If any are provided they are cheap, and no difficulty
is ever encountered in having them destroyed.

The poorer people are not often blessed with hooks of their own. They generally
borrow from the Public Libraries. The latter are never returned to the Libraries,
but are destroyed by us.

It is curious that, in most of the return cases, I was informed by the parents,
that the children had no Sunday clothes at the time they were taken ill. New
clothes were bought a few days before their return home and were worn for the first

day on leaving the hospital.
3. Aceidents and irregularities in discharging patients from hespital.

(2) Inadequate accommodation for discharging patients, so that the patient has
to be dressed in his clean clothes in a room adjacent to the ward in which other

patriants are being treated,
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(h) Insufficient nursing staff, so that the same nurse receives the patient from
the ward in his infectious clothes, and later carries him in his clean clothes to his
parents.

(¢) Clandestine conveyance of small toys or ornaments by patients from ward
which have not been previously disinfected.

(1) Examination of patient after he has received his final bath by the Medical
Officer, who is wearing infectious clothes and no overall.

4. Peeling of skin and too short a period of detention in hospital,

It is true that there have been return cases even when the primary case had
long ceased to peel. It is also true that many cases are discharged peeling profusely,
and have been followed by no ill results.

The general opinion at present among Medical Officers of the Metropolitan
Asylums Board is that the peeling is not infective ; but this is difficult to reconcile
with the assertion of Class, who maintains that he has found the special organism in
the desquamating cuticle. Class’s observations have, however, not been confirmed
in Europe, and are not accepted here by competent authorities. Apart from this,
the clinical experience of practically all general practitioners is in favour of the
patients being considered infectious, when they are “ peeling.”

b. Presence of serous or purulent discharge from nose, ears, mouth, evén though
apparently insignificant and of mild degree. Sore nose, eczematous condition
of face or mouth.

The discharges in the above are undoubtedly infective agents.

Such discharge may or may not be present when the patient is removed from
the hospital, but may occur later, having been induced by a cold caught on the way
home, e.g., on the top of a bus or by the warm bath given in the institution shortly
before the patient’s discharge.

In these cases it is supposed that the patient coming from an infectious ward
has present in his mouth, throat, and nasal passages, the speecific organism which,
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when the patient “ecatches cold,” is shed on to the clothes, utensils and handker-
chiefs. The organism, morever, finds in the discharge the food and moisture requisite
for growth and propagation. XKlein, Gordon, and Moser claim to have found the
Streptococcus Scarlatine present in specimens of these discharges examined by them.

6. Bronehitis ; Coryza ; Faucitis (sore throat). Cervical Adenits (enlarged glands
in neck ).

Any of these may be present at or soon after the patient’s discharge from
hospital.

7. Too long a period of detention in hospital.

Some authorities maintain, apparently with very good reason, that rhinorrhea
and otorrhea are propagable in a ward, and may be communicated not only to
patients in immediate contiguity with the one affected, but to others in remote
parts of the ward.

Thus it frequently happens that a patient in all other respects convalescent
contracts a mnasal, aural or buccal discharge shortly before he is ready for home, by
sitbing down at meals, fondling, playing with or otherwise being brought into contact
with a patient already so suffering.

This possibility and distinetion is recognized by the Metropolltan Asylums
Board, but is, so far as I know, only acted on in the conveyance of convalescent
patients to the Northern Convalescent Hospital at Winchmore Hill. The clean and
unclean patients (having rhinorrhea, otorrhea or stomatorrhea) are conveyed in
separate vehicles,

These exudates may later prove the infecting agents in causing return cases.

The eommon-sense inference, however, is the necessity not so much for shorten-
ing deteution in hospital as for immediately isolating any case of Scarlet Fever
associated with a serous or purulent discharge from nose, mouth or ear, apart from
other patients.

The measures, preventive and ameliorating, adopted and suggested include : —

1. A warm bath the night before discharge from hospital, sleeping that
night in an isolation room, and conveyance home on the subsequent day in a cab
or ambulance, thus obviating as far as possible the danger of “ catching cold " on the
way.

L
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2.  Precautions after reception home,

(a) Modified isolation from rest of family who are presumed to be susceptible—
chiefly the younger members—thus, sleeping apart, avoidance of kissing, fondling
and playing in common ; the use of separate utensils.

This would be almost impossible in our district in the majority of cases.

(h) The issue of a special warning card on the day of the patient’s dismissal
from hospital, advising the parents to consult a medical man on the appearance of
sore nose, rhinorrhea, otorrhea, coryza, bronchitis, etc., within a certain time after
return home.

(¢) Notification of dismissal from hospital of all cases to be sent to the Sanitary
Authorities. (This has lately been done by the Asylums Board.)

3. Patients convalescent from Diphtheria to be discharged “ culture free.”

4. Patients recovering from Scarlet Fever should not be sent home if they have
discharge from the nose, throat, ete., or are peeling.

b. [Isolation within isolation.

In this method each case is removed to hospital, and there isolated, so that
the hospital is in reality a large aggregation of isolation rooms containing
single beds. A modification of this method is already being carried out in France

with admirable results. (Article on “ Measles” in “ Twentieth Century Practice of
Medicine.”)

6. In the absence of the measure last indicated, the treatment in wards of the
“clean " cases alone; the “ unclean " being isolated and detained in hospital in
single-bedded isolation rooms. The chief objection to 5 and 6 is that of expense.

7. The re-notification and re-admission of the primary case as soon as one case

is notified.

The need for inquiry is emphasised by the fact that “ return cases " occur
frequently in all the other Metropolitan Districts. They are the cause of a great
deal of anxiety and expense,
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List of Bedding, etc., destroyed in the Incinerator from January to December,
1903 : —

48 Mattresses 4 Sheets

24 Beds 9 Blankets

11 Palliasses 8 Quilts

21 Cushions 150 Sundries

19 Pillows 18 Sacks of Paper

The Mortuary.

The number of bodies deposited in the Mortuary during the year was 710,

608 bodies were removed by the Coroner’s order; 43 by the Police, 41 by the
Relieving Officers; 4 at the request of deceased’s friends, and 14 by my own orders.

20 bodies were those of persons that had died from an infectious disease, and
were therefore placed in the Infectious Mortuary.

642 Inquests were held in the Coroner’s Court, two being adjourned from the
London Hospital.

77 Post-mortem examinations were performed.

Army Blankets.

A large number of army blankets, which had been condemned in South Africa,
had got on to the market, and one consignment went to a very respectable firm n
the City of London. These were purchased and sent to the training ship Cornwall,
where, shortly after these coverings were brought into use, an outhreak of Enteric
Fever occurred. After investigation, the blankets were suspected to be the source
of infection. They were bacteriologically examined, and some found to be in a very
dirty condition and containing Enteric Fever bacilli. About 50,000 were delivered
to Mr. Myers, of 97, Wentworth Street, as agent for a Mr. Cohen, of Cape Town,
and were stored in Assam Street. On receipt of the above information I closed the
warehouse. The premises were fumigated, and all the blankets disinfected by steam.
Destroying them would have been more satisfactory, and I wired to the War Office,
stating the circumstances and suggesting the advisability of having the blankets
destroyed, but at their expense. The reply was so vague and unsatisfactory, that I
was unable to act on their communication,
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The Local Government Board also wrote on May 25th, giving the above in-
formation, and suggesting that the blankets should be either disinfected or destroyed.

The Town Clerk replied to this letter, and stated that the Counecil would be
pleased to avail themselves of the Board's suggestion to destroy the blankets if the
Board would indemnify the Council against the cost of destruction of the blankets
and the compensation, which would have to be paid to the owners, in accordance
with the provisions of Section 60, Sub-sec. 5 of the Public Health Act, 1891.

The Local Government Board replied on June 3rd that they had no power to

give the indemnity suggested and no funds out of which they could pay the compen-
sation.

The majority of the blankets, that had been sold, had been bought by a firm in
the City, who had afterwards sold them to their several customers in various parts
of the country. In addition to these, I found that Mr. Myers had sold direct to
persons in various parts of London, as well as to Nottingham, Clacton, and Montreal,
I communicated the facts to the respective Medical Officers of Health, who took
prompt action in tracing the blankets and having them disinfected.

They were disinfected at a time when the disinfecting apparatus was not
engaged in disinfecting ordinary infected clothing, and also during the men’s over-
time. Fortunately there was very little infectious disease in the Borough at the
time. The number of articles disinfected was as follows : —

51,260 blankets.
341 bundles which contained blankets which had been torn up in four

quarters.
131 sacks ditto
284 bales ditto

1,675 ground sheets.
350 bundles ground sheets (pieces).

61 tents.
13 sacks leather, stirrups, ete.

1 sack old clothes,

The ground sheets could not be disinfected by steam, and had to be carefully
washed with a solution of carbolic acid.

It took nearly six months to complete the disinfection. The amount of the
bill that was presented to the War Office and was paid to the Borough Council was
£498 5s. 10d.
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Port of Londong Inquiry.’

An Inspector from the Local Government Board on April 24th and May 18th
held an Inquiry as to whether the Port Sanitary Authority’s jurisdiction in the
examination of food should be extended to include food landed on Wharves. The
Inquiry was the result of a complaint from the London and India Docks Company,
who stated that the examination of food landed at the Docks was of a more severe
character than that of food landed at the Wharves. From evidence given at the
Inquiry it appeared that the Stepney Borough Council was the only Metropolitan
Borough that had appointed a special Inspector to devote his whole time to the
examination of food landed at the Wharves. It transpired that no systematic
mspection by an officer appointed exclusively for this purpose was made on any
Wharves belonging to other Metropolitan Distriets. In September the Local Govern-
ment Board reported that they had carefully considered the Inspector's Report and
the evidence placed before him at the Inquiry. They had also taken into considera-
tion the proceedings in Parliament during the past Session with reference to the
proposals in the Port of London Bill; and they had decided, having regard to all
the circumstances, not to accede to the application of the Dock Company at the
present time. The Board had, however, communicated with the Councils of certain
Metropolitan Boroughs with regard to the examination of foodstuffs landed at
Wharves abutting on the River Thames.

With regard to the latter paragraph, as the Stepney Borough Council was not
one of the Boroughs to which the Board had sent a communication, it may be taken
for granted that the Local Government Board considered the examination of food
landed on Wharves in this Borough to be satisfactory.

Unsound Food.

In December, 1902, 1 reported to the Public Health Committee that I had
detained 118 cases of tinned Salmon, belonging to Messrs, Gibbons & Co., Bristol,
on Thorpe's Wharf, To all appearance the contents of the tins when opened were
alright, but they contained quantities of tin and slight traces of lead. I communi-
cated with the owners, and they had samples analysed by their own analyst. This
analyst's certificate stated that tin was present in the Salmon, but at the same
time it was quite fit for human food. The Committee instructed me to seize the
consignment and to bring it before a Magistrate to be condemned. I notified the
owners of my intention of applying to the Magistrate on a certain date which would
allow them to be represented at the Court. They did not appear, but wrote a private
letter to the Magistrate, and as a result he appointed January 10th for the hearing,
and as the case was likely to last a long time he decided to give a whole afternoon
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to hear it. Inasmuch as there was likely to be a conflict of opinion as to the
analysis ,he suggested that a few tins should be supplied to an independent analyst
for analysis. This was accordingly done. The result of this independent analysis
was as follows : —

No. 1 contained 693 grains of tin per lb.
No, 2 contained 441 grains of tin per lb.
No. 3 contained 3-78 grains of tin per lb.
No. 4 contained 3-01 grains of tin per lb.

No trace of lead was found in any of the four samples.

In his remarks the firm's analyst stated that “ a not inconsiderable number of
specks of solder was found interspersed with the Salmon. These specks had evi-
dently dropped through the vent-hole, while the latter was being soldered up. As
solder is a mixture of lead and tin, it was of course of the highest importance not
to include any of the metallic matter in question in the sample of salmon itself.
The pieces of salmon used for analysis were carefully examined, and the visible pieces
of solder removed. The pieces, in any case, would not be eaten by the purchaser,
and if accidentally swallowed would probably not do any harm. If included in the
analysis they would obviously mislead the analyst as to the condition of the article.
Both samples are perfectly free from lead. Both, however, contain a small trace of
tin. There is no tinned meat to be found in commerce which on careful analysis
does not show minute traces of dissolved tin.”

As only one or two samples had been found to contain lead, and the inde-
pendent analyst found none, it is evident that we were as careful to pick out the
small specks of solder as the firm's analyst had been. I disagreed with his deduc-
tions. In the first place, I do not believe these specks of solder are ever locked
for by the public and afterwards thrown away. In fact, the specks are so small
that it requires very careful examination to detect them at all. In the second
place, I hold that the lead, even in the small trace that is found in solder (which
is an alloy of tin and lead), would have been so acted upon by the gastric and
intestinal juices as to be rendered absorbable. Whether it would be absorbed or
not, metallic tin and lead would be liable to act as an writant to the delicate mucous
membrane of the stomach and intestines.

On January 8th, Messrs. Gibbons surrendered the whole consignment as trade
refuse, and signed a document that they would pay all expenses incurred in their

destruction.

It was a pity in one sense that the case did not go on, a8 I believe this would
have been the first time that the question of the wholesomeness of canned goods
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due to the presence of tin had ever been questioned. It raised really a very im-
portant point. The appearance of the tins and of the contents was such as would
pass muster by the most expert examiners. Chemical examination would not have
been made if we had not received information that the tins had been on the wharves
for several years.

It is therefore possible that canned goods may be sold after the most careful
examination, and yet contain tin and lead in such large proportions as to be quite
unfit for human consumption.

Cocua Beaws—On March 2nd I received a communication from the owners of
the Metropolitan Wharf stating that Dr. Williams, the Medical Officer of Health
of the Port of London, had seized three parcels of Cocoa Beans, which consisted of
386 bags. It was admitted that some of the beans were good and some were bad.
In their communication to me they requested permission to have the consignment
landed at their wharf for the purpose of sorting the sound from the unsound beans.
The reason given was that it would be very much cheaper than to land it some-
where in the Docks, the wharf not being so heavy as the Dock dues. The sorting
was to be done under my supervision and to my satisfaction. My reply was that I
had no objection, provided Dr. Williams's consent in writing be first obtained. This
was done, and the consignment was released by him on the understanding that it
should be garbled under my supervision. I visited the wharf by appointment on
March 9th to superintend the process of sorting. I found that the beans in 277
bags were sound, and I at once released them. In the remaining 109 bags there was
a large percentage of unsound beans. Unfortunately the brokers who represented
the owners denied that any of the cocoa was bad, and said that no garbling was
required. I refused to release the remaining 109 bags until they had carried out
their part of the agreement to sort out the unsound beans and to have them
destroyed. The brokers admitted that some of the beans were mouldy, yet these
even were guite fit for human food. Later, the brokers produced a certificate from
an analyst which stated that 6} per cent. of the beans were mouldy and 1} per
cent. were rotten. They now claimed that it was impossible to sort the beans.
This, of course, was absurd, and besides, I called their attention to the fact that 1
only allowed them to be landed in this district for the purpose of being sorted.
Under the circumstances, I would not release them unless their part of the agrec-
ment had been carried out or at the request of the Medical Officer of Health of the
Port of London. The alternative would be to have the matter decided at the Police
Court.

I informed the owners that I would apply at the Thames Police Court on 4
certain day to have an order to destroy as unfit or food the contents of the 109
bags. Before the date, however, the owners consented to garble the beans. This
was done under my supervision, and the unsound beans were afterwards destroyed.
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Porice Courr ProcEEDINGS.

On June 3th, Mrs, Hannah Brown, of 151, White Horse Street, was fined £3
and 23s. costs for exposing for sale 21 pieces of salt pork which were unsound and
unfit for human food.

On October 156th, Mr, Joseph Beitel, a baker, of 48, Brick Lane, was sum-
moned for having deposited in his bakehouse 225 eggs which were unsound and
unwholesome and which were intended for preparation for human food. The de-
fendant did not appear at the Court, and his representative informed the Magistrate
that he had absconded to Germany. The summons was adjourned sine die, and a
warrant was afterwards issued for his arrest.

On October 20th, Mr. Harry Mead, a butcher, of 16, Edinburgh Road, was
fined £10 and £3 3s. costs for exposing for sale on a stall in White Horse Street
a quantity of meat weighing 133 lb., which was unfit for human food.

On November 2nd, Mr. Sclomon Nadur, of 28, Watney Street, was summoned
for obstruction in connection with the seizure of 10 boxes of condensed milk on his
premises. The owner returned the goods to the wholesale dealer after they had
been seized, and after the Inspector had temporarily left the premises,

The summons was dismissed because the Magistrate said he was not satisfied
that the defendant knew what the Inspector meant when he said that he had seized
the goods. The Medical Officer of Health for the district where the goods had been
returned to was at once communicated with, and as a result a seizure was made by
him on Harvey & Foster's (Fells) premises. Mr. Fells was subsequently fined £20
and £5 Js. costs at the West Ham Police Court.

On November 17th, Mr. 8. Tabatchnik, a wholesale and retail egg merchant, of
39, Fairclough Street, was sent to prison for one month with hard labour without
the option of a fine, for having deposited on his premises 6,749 eggs which were in
an unsound and unwholesome condition. In addition to the bad eggs, there were
on the premises only 1,759 good ones.

On November 26th, Mrs. Betsy Jacobs, of 115, Old Castle Street, was fined £2
and 23s, costs for exposing for sale on a stall in Wentworth Street a quantity of
rotten plums, grapes and apples.

Seizures were also made on the premises of a pork butcher, of Watney Street ;
a beef butcher of Watney Street; a quantity of eggs on a stall in Wentworth Street.

The articles seized were taken before the Magistrate and an order made to have
them destroyed. The Public Health Committee decided not to take proceedings but
to severely caution the owners.
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A large quantity of unsound food was surrendered, the greater part being at
the wharves. This was done voluntarily by the owners after their attention had been
called to ite condition by us. It is certain that a portion would have found its way
into the market if the Inspector whose duty it is to inspect the wharves did not
make systematic inspection of the wharves. Though in most cases the owners
promptly surrender the unsound goods when requested to do so, others are ineclined
to refuse, and it is only afer it has been conclusively proved to them that they are
not fit for human comsumption, that they are willing to do so. The goods are
removed and destroyed by us at the owners' expense.

The following unsound foods were destroyed by us during the year:—

Apples ... ... 8T} barrels, 9 bushels, 4 cases, 138 tins, 43 cases
(tins).
Apricots 38 cases and 471 tins.

Apricot pulp 94 cases and 202 tins.
Anchovies 44 drums and 25 tins.
Asparagus 37 cases and 199 tins.

Bacon 1 ton, 1 cwt. 2 grs. 12 1b.
Canned Bacon 1,402 tins.

Beei 3864 Ib. and 6 carcases (tubercular).
Canned Beef : 79 cases and 1,945 tins

Beef and Mutton 867 tins.

Brawn 623 tins.

Beans 8 tins.

Bream 14 baskets.

Bananas 2,772 crates and 2 bushels loose.
Bloaters 6 tins.

Beetroot 4 bushels.

Blackberries 5 tubs.

Collared Head 21 tins.

Celery 56 1b.

Cows' udder 16 1h,

Cods’ roe ... 2 tins.

Chillies 6 baskets.

Cocoa 3 bags.

Currants 4 boxes.

Crabs 2 barrels.

Cheese 4} cwt.

Corn sugar 1 tin.

Cherries 28 baskets, 179 tins, and 30 bottles.
Champignons 4 tins.

Cauliflower 15 ewt. and 6 casks.

Cocoanuts 10 bags.
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Dates ... b0 boxes.

Eggs .. 1154 cases and 330 loose.
Liquid Eges ... 185 141b. tins and 10 gallons.
Assorted Foods ... ... 2 tons, T cases, 486 tins.
Fruits (assorted) ... ... 10,084 tins.

Fruits b ot i Tl

Fruit pulp ... 865 tins and 199 cases.
Figs ... 1 ton, 18 ewt.

Fish ... 109 boxes, 2 baskets, 2 barrels, and 23 cwt. loose.
Feet (ox) .

Gherkins s 4 cagks.

Grapes ... .+« 4 boxes,

Greengage pulp ... 223 tins.

Haddocks .o« 3 boxes and 4 tins.

Ham and Tongue os 24 fins

Heads (ox) R

Horseradish ... 4 casks.

Hearts (ox) i ke

Herrings ... 158 boxes, 7 casks, 302 tins.
Jam el i ED

Lemons ... v 4 cages,

Lobsters ... ... 006 tins.

Lungs (ox) oo 30 setbe.

Milk oo 124 cases.

Macedonies w10 tins.

Mutton ... ... 1ewt, 271 cases, 149 tins.
Meats (assorted) ... ... 644 tins.

Melons ... ... 152 baskets.

Oranges ... 4 cases.

Onions ... .. 906 bags and 1 box.
Oysters ... .o 162 tins,

Pears ... 3% bushels.

Pears (canned) ... ... 7 cases, 443 tins.
Parsnips w12 tins.

Peaches ... ... B0 tins.

Peas ... 1B tins.

Pineapple ..« 37 barrels.

Pineapple in ting . 25,162 tins and 48 cases.
Pies (camp) o 220 tins.

Plums ... 185 tons.

Potatoes ... 1,402 bags and 1 barrel.
Pigs' Feet ... 48 casks.

Pigs' Liver ... 2 (diseased).

Pork oo 464 b,



Rabbits (canned)
Rabbits (wild)
Reeds (ox)
Sardines

Salmon and Sardines

Salmon
Sausage
Spleen (ox)
Soups

Sugar

Shrimps ...
Tomatoes
Tomato Purée
Tomato Soup
Tails (ox) ...
Tripe

Tongue (ox)
Tongue (sheep)
Tongue (canned)
Vegetable
Walnuts

January
February
March
April

May

June

July
August
September
October
November
December

Total

44

23 cases and 673 tins.
3 ewt. 1 gr. 20 Ib.

2 reeds.

23 cases, 12,389 tins.
225 tins.

238 cases and 58,135 tins.
41 tins and 3 lb.

2.

124 tins.

1 ton, 10 ewt.

D cases.

257 cases.

126 tins.

12 tins.

2 tins.

2 bellies.

0

15 tins.
22 cases and 3,131 tins.
72 tins and 30 bottles,
31 bags.

MorTHLY SUMMARY.

Tons. Cwis. Ors.
53 i 12 1
1 1 —
0 . 19 —
55 s 16 3
st I8 2
- i M 1
- 2 —
31 ols 3 —

13- has 19 b
el 3
18 s 3 3
12 SECERC 3

488 ... — 1

Ibs.
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General Sanitary Work.

In the Sanitary Inspectors’ Report Table will be seen the amount of work done
by each Inspector and the nature thereof.

26,025 houses were inspected during the year, 11,498 being the result of house-
to-house inspection.

18,967 notices were served during the year for the abatement of various
nuisances. In addition to these notices numerous letters were written to the owners
urging them to proceed with the necessary work without further delay.

214 summonses were taken out at the Thames and Worship Street Police
Courts.

89 were for offences under the Food and Drugs Act, 117 under the Public
Health (London) Act and the byelaws relating thereto, 3 under the Dairies and
Cowsheds Order, and 1 under the London County Council General Powers Bill,
1902; 5 were for having unsound food for sale. Of these, 4 only were dismissed,
but costs were not allowed to defendants in a single case.

3,715 houses and 401 workshops were cleansed as a result of notices served on
the owners.

7,788 drains were tested and 4,245 were either constructed or re-constructed,
cleansed or trapped.

425 mew soilpipes were fixed.

6,375 water-closets were either remewed, cleansed or repaired as the result of
notices served.

1,671 sanitary dust receptacles, 40 manure receptacles were provided, and 816
offensive accumulations were removed from the rear of dwelling-houses,

100 smoke nuisances were abated, and in 6 cases Police Court proceedings had
to be taken against the persons causing the nuisance.

1,422 nuisances arising from overcrowding were abated, 1,343 occurring in
dwellings and 79 in workshops. The nuisance was abated after the service of the
statutory notice in all cases with the exception of 22, when Police Court proceed-
ings had to be taken.
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121 underground rooms were found to be illegally occupied, and proceedings
had to be taken in 11 cases before the tenants were ejected.

The number of milkshops that were registered at the end of the year was 1,000.
These were frequently visited during the year. The majority, of course, are small
general shops, and only sell a few pints of milk a day.

Magistrates' orders were obtained to close nine premises which were unfit for
human oceupation,

The total fines and costs amounted to £561 19s. 6d.

Police Court Proceedings under the Public Health (London) Act.

(1) On January lst, Isaac Israelovitch, of 18, Booth Street, Whitechapel, was
fined 20s. and 23s. costs for non-compliance with Bye-law 14 (Houses Let in
Lodgings), viz. : For permitting the premises to remain in a dirty and
dilapidated condition after notice to remedy the same had been served.

(2) On January 8th, Mrs. Sarah Cohen, of 3, Little Montague Street, was fined
20s. and 23s. costs for non-compliance with Byelaw 14 (Houses Let in Lodgings),
viz.: For permitting the premises—No. 2, Frying Pan Alley—to remain in a dirty
and dilapidated condition after notice to remedy the same had been served.

(3) On January 13th, Thomas Wells, a lodger at 83, Ernest Street, was fined
20s. for overcrowding his rooms.

(4) On January 16th, Mr. Yarmalinski, of 9, Cannon Street Road, was sum-
moned for non-compliance with a notice of the Council served on his premises, 88,
Jamaica Street. The Magistrate made an order that the filthy accumulation of
rags, ete., should be removed within seven days, and the other necessary work on
the premises should be completed within one month, with 23s. costs.

(5) On January 16th, Mr. Grotski, owner of 45, Repton Street, was summoned
to show cause why a distress warrant should not be issued for non-payment of costs
£6 3s. incurred in previous Police Court proceedings. The Magistrate ordered the
amount to be paid, with 23s. costs.

(6) On January 16th, Mr. Cohen, owner of 21, Durham Row, was summoned
for non-payment of £2 3s. costs granted by the Magistrate in proceedings taken
against the defendant to remedy a nuisance. The case was withdrawn, as the
defendant paid the money a short time previous to the case being ealled.
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(7) On January 19th, Abraham Cohen, the keeper of 83, Ernest Street, was
fined £3 for permitting overcrowding on his premises.

(8) On January 19th, John Fay, the keeper of 10, Cadiz Street, was fined
£1 10s. for permitting overcrowding on his premises.

(9) On January 19th, William Wall, another lodger at 83, Ernest Street, was
fined 20s, for allowing overcrowding in his rooms.

(10) On January 22nd, Mr. Lonis Belson, of 8 Pelham Street, was summoned
for non-compliance with the Magistrate's order made on December 10th, 1902, with
respect to the condition of 71, Commercial Street The Magistrate granted an
order to close the premises, with 25s. costs.

(11) On January 30th, Mr. Henry Swaby, of 31, Preston Street, Bethnal Green,
was fined 40s. and 23s. costs for improperly carrying out drainage work at 65 and
67, Blount Street.

(12) On February 6th, the Magistrate granted an order to close No. 26, Thirza

Street, as it was quite unfit for human habitation. The house was registered as a
milkshop.

(13) On February 17th, Mr. Wollrauch, the owner of 55, Ocean Street, was
ordered to abate the nuisance complained of in the Counecil's notice within fourteen
days and to pay 25s. costs.

(14) On February 19th, Mrs. Moses, the owner of 15, Artillery Passage, was
ordered to comply with the Council's notice by remedying a nuisance at the above
adldress within fourteen days and to pay 25s. costs.

(15) On February 19th, Mr. Mark Specterman, of 2, Alie Place, Whitechapel,
the owner of 4, Wilkes Street, was fined £5 and 23s. costs for non-compliance with
Byelaw 4 (Houses Let in Lodgings), viz.: For refusing to supply the necessary
information for the registration of No. 4, Wilkes Street.

(16) On March 5th, Mr. Nathan Yamalinsky was fined £5 and 23s. costs for
non-compliance with the Magistrate’s order to abate a nuisance at 88, Jamaica
Street.

(17 and 18) On March 5th, Mr. Jacob Simons, the oecupier or keeper, and Mr.
Abraham Gold, a lodger, at 22, Adelina Grove, were summoned for failing to abate
overcrowding. The defendants did not appear, and warrants were applied for.
Both defendants were apprehended and brought up in custody on March Gth, when
Simons was fined £6 with 25s. costs, or one month’s imprisonment in default of
distress, and Gold was fined £2 with 25s. costs, or fourteen days’ imprisonment in
default.
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(19) On March 6th, Simon Nadall, of 11, William Street, was fined 20s. and
23s. costs for permitting an underground room to be separately occupied as a
dwelling room.

(20) On March 6th, Mr. Martin Kalipsky, the keeper of 5, Twine Court, was
fined £4 and 25s. costs for permitting overcrowding on his premises.

(21) On March 6th, Mr. Marks Rackniski, a lodger at 5, Twine Court, was
fined 29s. 6d. and 30s, costs for not abating the overcrowding in his rooms.

(22 to 31) On March 12th, Mr. Gershon Harris, of 459, Mile End Road, was
summoned for refusing to comply with the Magistrate’s order to remedy the
nuisances at Nos. 1,2, 3,4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 Blocks, Booth Street Buildings.
He was fined 20s. and £5 5s. costs for the first summons and 2s. costs on each of the
remaining summonses,

(32) On March 13th, the Magistrate made an order to compel Mr, Tobin, of
128, Mile End Road, to remedy a defective drain at 316, Oxford Street, within 14
days, with 23s. costs.

(33) On March 14th, Mr. Harris Segall, of 8, Little Alie Street, was fined £2
and £2 6s. costs for allowing a cellar to be illegally occupied as a dwelling.

(34) On March 20th, Mr. Samuel Deitch was summoned for permitting the
illegal occupation of an underground room on two separate occasions. He was fined
20s., with 23s. costs on each summons.

(35) On March 20th, Mr. Francis Elgram, a lodger at 31, Brook Street, was
fined £4 and 23s. costs for not abating overcrowding in his rooms.

(36) On March 27th, Mr. Wollrauch, the owner of 63, Ocean Street, was ordered
to abate a nuisance arising from defective yard paving, etc., complained of in the
Council's notice at the above address, with 23s. costs.

(37) On March 27th, Mr. Norton, owner of 20, Anchor Street, was summoned
for non-compliance with the Council’s notice to remedy the defective paving of yard.
The work having been completed since the issue of the summons, it was with-

drawn on payment of £2 4s, costs.

(38) On March 27th, Mr. Cohen, the owner of 21, Durham Row, was summoned
for non-compliance with the notice of the Council to remedy a nuisance at the above
premises, which were in a filthy condition. He was fined £5 and 23s. costs.

(39) On March 31st, Mr. J. Warshawsky, of 154, St. George Street, was fined
£1 and 36s. 6d. costs for allowing an underground room to be illegally occupied as

a dwelling.
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(40) On March 31st, Mr. Abraham Berman, of 154, St. George Street, was
fined £1 and 23s. costs for illegally ocecupying an underground room as a dwelling,

(41) On April 3rd, Mr. Nathan Yamalinsky was summoned for non-compliance
with a notice of the Council to abate a nnisance at 88, Jamaica Street. The
Magistrate made an order to close the premises, as they were unfit for human
habitation, and granted 23s, costs.

(42 and 43) On April 9th, Mr. Harriz Brodtman, of 94, Brick Lane, landlord
of Nos. 41 and 43, Ocean Street, was summoned for failing to comply with Bye-
laws of Houses Let in Lodgings with respect to furnishing particulars for purpases
of registration. The necessary particulars having been subsequently furnished, the
summonses were withdrawn on payment of £2 Gs. costs.

(44} On April 9th, Mr. Abraham Rosenbloom, of 21, Jubilee Street, was fined
£6 and 23s. costs, or one month's imprisonment in default, for permitting over-
crowding on his premises. A summons had also been issued against Mr. Carl
Lerner, a lodger at the above address, but he left before the summons was served.

(45) On April 23rd, Mr. William Merton, a lodger at 1, Church Passage, was
summoned under the Byelaws for Houses Let in Lodgings for failing to comply
with Bye-law 10, which required him to cause all liquid filth or refuse to be removed
once at least in every day from every room.

The defendant did not appear, and the case was adjourned for seven days. On
April 30th he was fined 20s. and 23s. costs.

(46) On April 28th, the owner of 30, Sandys Row, Spitalfields, was summoned
for non-compliance with the notice served with respect to the dirty condition of
walls and defective yard paving. An order was made, with 25s. costs,

(47) On May 1st, Messrs. Sicco & Co., Lid., of 40, Thomas Street, Limehouse,
were summoned for allowing black smoke to issue from their chimney in such
quantities as to be a nuisance. They were fined £5 and 23s. costs.

(48) On May 1st, Mr. John Weeden, the owner of 137, Salmon Lane, was
summoned for non-compliance with the Council's notice to amend a defective drain.
The Magistrate made an order for the necessary work to be completed in 14 days,
with 25s. costs,

(49) On May Tth, the Magistrate made an order to close the first floor back
room at 16, Princelet Street. On account of the want of light and ventilation the
room was quite unfit for human habitation. He granted 25s. costs.

D
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(30) On May Tth, Mr. Hyman Eckstein, of 28, Fournier Street, was summoned
for fixing a sink on the second floor without being trapped. The Magistrate granted
an adjournment for seven days in order to give the defendant a further opportunity
of carrying out the work., It was subsequently satisfactorily done. No costs were
allowed.

(51) On May Tth, Mrs. Jane Cohen, of 25, Spelman Street, was summoned for
illegally oceupying the front basement room as a dwelling. The defendant had left
before the summons was served, and her new address could not be found.

(52) On May Tth, Mrs. Rosa Fuss, of 17, Spelman Street, was summoned for
illegally occupying the front basement room as a dwelling. The defendant left before
the summons was served. She left no address.

(53) On May Tth, Mr. Jacob Haverlook, of 17, Spelman Street, was summoned
for illegally oceupying the back basement room as a dwelling. The defendant left
before the summons was served, and his new address could not be found.

(54) On May Tth, Mrs. Annie Peretzman, of 17, Spelman Street, was sum-
moned for allowing two basement rooms to be illegally occupied. The summons was
adjourned sine die, as the nuisance had been abated.

(35) On May 8th, Mr. East, of Brittania Wharf, was fined 20s. and 23s. costs
for allowing black smoke to issue from his chimney in such quantities as to be a

nuisance,

(56) On May 8th, Mr. West, 355, Commercial Road, was fined £3 and 23s.
costs for allowing black smoke to issue from his chimney in such volumes as to be

a nuisance.

(57) On May 8th, Mr. Charles Carden, of 270, Cann Hall Road, Leytonstone,
was summoned for causing his child, while suffering from diphtheria, to be conveyed
through the public street from the “ Scarborough Arms” Sbt, Mark's Street, to the
“Swan " public-house, Mansell Street, and thence by a four-wheeled cab to Leyton-
stone, on April 14th. The defendant was fined £4 and £2 2s. costs.

(68) On May 8th, Mr. Carl Lerner, a lodger at 21, Jubilee Street, was fined
£3 and 23s. costs for failing to abate overcrowding at the above address.

(59) On May 22nd, Mr. Robert Pearce, the keeper at 161, Eastfield Street,
was fined 40s. and 23s. costs for permitting the ground floor front room to be over-
crowded.
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(60) On May 22nd, Mrs Emily Marsden, a lodger at 161, Eastfield Street, was

Gned 40s. and 23s. costs for overcrowding the ground floor front room.

(61) On May 22nd, Mr. James Durby, a lodger at 123, Eastfield Street, was
fined 40s. and 23s. costs for overcrowding the ground floor front room.

(62) On May 28th, Mr. Miller, the owner of 55, Chicksand Street, was sum-
moned for failing to repair the yard paving and provide a dustbin. The Magistrate
made an order for the work to be done within 14 days, and 25s. costs.

(63) On May 28th, the owner of 45, Brushfield Street, was summoned for non-
compliance with the notice of the Council to remedy a defective drain. The Magis-
trate made an order for the necessary work to be completed within 14 days, and
granted 25s. costs.

(64) On May 28th, the owner of 24, Fort Street, was summoned for failing to
comply with a notice of the Council to remedy a defective drain. The Magistrate
made an order to complete the necessary work within 14 days, with 25s. costs.

(65) On May 28th, Mr. Fulford, a builder, of Morning Lane, Hackney, was
summoned for fixing a new pan and trap without giving the notice required under
the London County Council Byelaws. The Magistrate dismissed the summons,
though he stated that he ought to conviet under the Bye-laws, but he would use
his own discretion.

(66) On May 29th, Mr. Charles Barnes, the keeper of 123, Eastfield Street, was
fined 20s. and 23s. costs for permitting overcrowding of the ground floor front room.

(67) On May 29th, Mr. Dennis Sullivan, a lodger at 148, Ben Jonzon Road,
was fined 20s. and 23s. costs for failing to abate overcrowding of the first floor front
room.

(68) On May 29th, Mr. Marks Specterman, the owner of 214, High Street,
Shadwell, was summoned for a breach of Bye-law 9 (Houses Let in Lodgings), viz. :
Failing to keep the drain in good repair. The necessary work having been done,
the Magistrate ordered the defendant to pay 23s. costs.

(6Y9) On May 29th, Mr. Marks Bernstein was fined 20s. and £2 4s. costs for
allowing an underground room at Fulcher's Buildings to be illegally occupied.

(70) On June 5th, Mr. William Wollrauch was summoned for failing to comply
with a notice of the Council to abate a nuisance at 98, Jamaica Street. The
nuisance complained of arose from defective paving of vard and no water supply to
w.c. The Magistrate fined defendant £5, with 23s. costs, and made an order to
abate as well as to prevent the recurrence of the nuisance.

D2
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(71 and 72) On June 18th, Mr, Truscott, the owner of 11 and 12, Union Ter-
race, was summoned for failing to remedy the defective roofs of these two houses.
The Magstrate made an order for the work to be completed within three days, with
25s. coste in each case.

(73) On June 19th, Mrs. Galinski, the owner of 178, Stepney Green, was fined
40s. and 23s. costs for failing to remedy a defective drain which was choked.

(74 to 80) On June 25th, Mr. Saul Lyons, of Downes Road, was summoned for
failing to comply with the Council’s notices to remedy the dilapidated condition of
Nos. 5 and 6, Cox Square, a stable in Cox Square, and Nos, 10, 104, 11 and 12, Bell
Lane.

The Magistrate made an order to close the premises, with £2 6s. costs in the
first summons, and 4s. in each of the others. Total costs, £3 10s.

(81) On June 30th, Mrs. Betsy Galinsky, the owner of 166, Stepney Green, was
summoned for failing to comply with Byelaw 14 (Houses Let in Lodgings), which
related to annual cleansing. The Magistrate dismissed the summons, but a notice
of appeal was given.

(82) On July 3rd, Mr. Abraham Hertz, of 11, Sidney Street, was fined £5 and
23s. costs for allowing black smoke to issue from the chimney of his bakehouse in
such quantities as to be a nuisance,

(83) On July 3rd, Mrs. Doig, of 56, High Street, Whitechapel, was fined £5
and 23s. costs for allowing black smoke to issue from the shaft of her bakehouse in
such quantities as to be a nuisance.

(84) On July 3rd, Mrs. Aarons was summoned for failing to abate a nuisance
arising from the dirty and damp condition of the walls of 31, Redmans Road. The
Magistrate granted an order to abate the nuisance within seven days, with 25s.
costs,

(85) On July 3rd, Mr. Louis Solomons was fined 20s. and 23s. costs for failing
to repair the paving of the yard at 23, Old Church Road.

(86) On July 10th, Mr. Jackson was fined 20s. and 23s. costs for failing to

supply a proper water supply and apparatus to the water-closet at 61, Belgrave
Street.

{87) On July 24th, Mr. Laws, the owner of 57, Emmott Street, was summoned
for a nuisance caused by a defective drain. The owner did the necessary work, and
the question arose as to who was really the responsible party. The defendant

claimed that it was a sewer. The Magistrate decided in our favour, but did not
allow costs.
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(83, 89, 90) On August 6th, Mr. Jonas Cohen was summoned for non-compli-
ance with the Council’s notices arising from defective roofs at Nos. 9, 10, 11, Jamaica
Passage. The defendant was fined £4 and 23s, costs in each case. Total, £15 9s.

(91) On August 27th, Mr. Maynard, the owner of 45, Brushfield Street, was
fined £1 and 23s. costs for non-compliance with the Magistrate's Order to remedy
a defective drain.

(92, 93, 94) On September 24th, Messrs. Davis Brothers were summoned for
failing to abate nuisance at 5, 7, 9, Sheba Street, arising from the dilapidated
condition of the premises. The necessary work being done, the summons was with-
drawn on payment of £3 3s. costs.

(95) On October 2nd, Mr. Peter Farina, of 2, Ronald Street, ice cream manu-
facturer, was fined 20s. and 2s. costs for not having his name and address on his
barrow.

(96) On October 9th, Messrs. Catmur, builders, were fined 1s. and 23s. costs for
having relaid a drain under 131, Maroon Street, which failed to comply with the
Bye-laws of the London County Council.

\97) On October 9th, Mr. Henry Dadey, a lodger at 176, Stepney Green, was
fined 10s, 6d. for causing overcrowding of the first floor back room.

(98) On October 9th, Mr. Henry Alexander, a lodger at 123, Ernest Street,
was fined £1 Bs. for causing overcrowding of the first floor back room.

(99) Mr. John Edwards, a lodger at 123, Ernest Street, was fined £1 8s. for
overcrowding the second floor front room,

(100) On October 10th, Mr. J. Rosenthal, the owner of 13, Lydia Street, was
summoned for non-compliance with the Council's notice to abate a nuisance arising
from a damp wall. The necessary work having been completed before the hearing
of the summons, he was fined 1s. only and 23s, costs.

(101) On Qctober 15th, Mr. Gershon Harris was fined £5 and £2 Is. costs for
failing to remedy certain sanitary defects at No. 8 Block, Booth Street Buildings.

(102) On October 21st, Mr. Samuel Morley, the keeper of 36, Sage Street, was
fined £2 and 2s. costs for permitting overerowding on his premises.

(103) On October 21st, Mr. William Horley, a lodger at 36, Sage Street, was
fined £2 and 2s. costs for overcrowding the first floor front room.
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(104) On October 21st, Mr. William Burgess, the keeper of 38, Sage Street,
was fined £3 and 2s. costs for permitting overcrowding on his premises.

(105) On October 21st, Mr. William Daniells, a lodger at 38, Sage Street, was
fined £2 and 2s. costs for overcrowding the first floor front room.

(106) On October 23rd, Mrs. Galinsky, the owner of 178, Stepney Green, was
fined £2 and 23s. costs for failing to comply with the Council’s notice to abate a
nuisance arising from defective gutters, rainwater pipes and trap in scullery.

(107) On November 2nd, Mr. James Morris, the owner of 57, White Horse
Street, was fined 1s. and 23s. costs for failing to remedy a defective roof.

(108) On November Gth, Mr. Lash, the owner of 134, Skidmore Street, was
summoned for non-compliance with a notice served on him to abate a nuisance
arising from a defective drain. The Magistrate granted an order to abate the
nuisance within 14 days, with 27s. costs.

(109) On November 13th, Mr. John Kyffin, the owner of 9, Knott Street, was
fined 1s. and 23s. costs for failing to comply with a notice to abate a nuisance
which arcse from the house being without a proper water supply.

(110} On November 13th, Mr. Hyman Sprung, the owner of 27, Spring Garden
Place, was fined £10 and 23s, costs for not complying with the Council’s notice to
remedy a defective soil pipe.

(111) On November 13th, Messrs. Yeatman, Lid., Denmark Street, were fined
£6 and 23s. costs for permitting black smoke to issue from the shaft of their factory
in such guantities as to be a nuisance.

(112) On November 20th, Mr. Isaac Cohen, the owner of T4, Yalford Street,
was summoned for non-compliance with the Council's notice to abate a nuisance
on the above premises. The Magistrate made an order to complete the work within
seven days, with 29s. costs.

(113) On November 20th, Mr. Isaac Cohen, the owner of 7, Yalford Street,
was summoned for non-compliance with the Council's notice to abate a nuisance
on the above premises. The Magistrate granted an order to complete the work
in seven days, with 25s. costs.

(114) On December 1st, Messrs. Catmur and Co., builders, were fined 5s. a day
for seven days, and 23s. costs (total, £2 18s.), for failing to comply with the London
Ceunty Council Bye-laws to intercept a drain, after notice had been given, at 131,
Maroon Street.
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(115) On December 3rd, Mrs. Sarah Horowitz, of 7, Tewkesbury Buildings, was
finerdd £2 and 23s. costs for obstructing the Sanitary Inspector by refusing to allow
him to enter certain rooms till the inmates had left through the skylight. She had
previously received a notice that the rooms were overcrowded.

(116 and 117) Mr. Harry Henderson was summoned for occupying, and Mr.
Solomon Achunesy for permitting to be illegally occupied, an underground room
at 103, Oxford Street. The summonses were adjourned until the following day,
when the summons against Henderson was withdrawn, he having given up possession
of the room. The other defendant was ordered to pay 23s. costs.

(118) On December 18th, Mr. Hyman Sprung, the owner of 56, Old Church
Road, was summoned for a breach of Bye-law 9 (Houses Let in Lodgings), which
compels the owner of a registered house to keep the drains in good order. He was
fined £5 and 23s. costs.

Inspection of Canal Boats.

The number of boats inspected in 1903 was 56, and the condition of the boats
and their occupants as regards the matters dealt with in the Acts and Regulations
was very good.

Infringements of the Acts and Regulations were discovered as follows, viz.: —

(@) Registration ... A ovu I
(b) Notification of change of Master ... susd piial.
(¢) Certificates S g NGl
(d) Marking 1
(¢) Overcrowding i s wils, 4 L,
(f) Separation of the Sexes o 2l
(9) Cleanliness ... e B i
() Ventilation ... A o SEPREREl -t R
(i) Painting 7
(7) Provision of water cask gy
(#) Removal of bilge water ... a8
(/) Notification of infectious diseases ... S )
(m) Refusing admittance to Inspector EAR 51

No legal proceedings were taken in respect of the infringements above men-
tioned.
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In the case of infringement, notice was sent to the owner of the boat requiring
him to remedy the cause of complaint, and to forward to thiz Borough within «
specified period a certificate signed by some duly appointed Inspector of Canal
Boats that the same had been done, and such certificate was afterwards received.

No case of infectious disease occurred, and no boat was detained for cleansing.
The number of boats on the Register on the 31st December, 1903, was 69.

One boat was registered in 1903,

Houses Let in Lodgings.

There were ab the end of the year 2,649 houses registered as houses let in
lodgings. Two special inspectors devote their whole time to the administration of
the bye-laws that apply to these houses. All other Inspectors, except the four
Inspectors in the St. George’s District, have nothing to do with registered houses. In
St. George's the districts are so small and compact that here it was thought ad-
visable to allow the registered houses to be under the supervision of the respective
Inspectors.

The two special Inspectors made 8,802 visits during the year, and served 2,096
notices for the abatement of nuisances,

Overcrowding was abated in 613 tenements.

Two appeal cases were decided in the High Court. In the first the Council
were successful, but in the second they were unsuccessful.

As both cases are important, I give below a fairly full account of the proceed-
ings in both, and more especially of the second.

(1) FILERS CASE.

This case was tried at the Thames Police Court. The defendant did not, as
landlord of No. 26, Eastfield Street, supply the information necessary for the
registration of such house, according to the byelaws. Ile was fined ls. and 23s.
costs.

The premises were a two-storied dwelling-house having the first floor and ground
floor let separately to two families, each with separate sanitary arrangements. There
was a common passage from the front door to the foot of the staircase, which was used
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by both the tenants, but the tenant of the fist floor was alone entitled to use
the staircase. There was no door of division between the tenements, but the door
of every room had a lock and key. The premises were rated in one assessment in
Mr. Filer's name at the sum of £13 per annum, and the landlord eompounded for
the said rate. It was contended by us that it was a house which was let in lodgings
or occupied by members of more than one family within the meaning of the said
bye-laws. It was contended on behalf of the defendant that the ground floor and
the first floor were distinet houses or tenements, each separately occupied by one
family, and were within the decision of the High Court of Justice—Weatheritt v.
Cantly—and that therefore the bye-laws did not apply.

The appeal was dismissed, and the Counsel who represented the Borough was
not even called upon to reply.

(2) GALINSKY'S CASE.

Mrs. Galinsky, the owner of 166, Stepney Green, was summoned for failing to
comply with Byelaw 14, which compels the owners to cleanse the premises at least
once a year.

The case was dismissed by Mr, Mead at the Thames Police Court.

In stating his case for the High Court Mr. Mead said :—

“1 am of opinion that so much of the first clause of bye-law 14 as requires the
annual cleansing by the landlord is invalid on the following grounds:—(a) Being
ultra vires. (b) Being repugnant to the laws of England. (¢) Being repugnant to
the provisions of the Public Health (London) Act, 1891. (/) Being unreasonable.
I therefore dismiss the summons.

“Ground A. I consider that section 94 (d and e) of the Public Health (Lon-
don) Act, 1891, did not empower the Borough Council to cast an obligation upon
a ‘landlord’ which did not already exist at common law or by statute, but merely
entitled them to regulate the duties of persons already responsible by requiring, e.g.,
periodical performances. So far as (e) of the above section 1s concerned, I think
that ‘ stated times' mean ‘stated intervals, and not a particular week in the year.
The form of section 1 (3) of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901 (1 Ed. 7, e. 22),
fortifies me in my opinion. ‘ All outside walls shall be limewashed once at least
every fourteen months, to date from the time they were last limewashed.”

“(B) The bye-law is repugnant to the laws of England because, in the absence
of express covenants, there is no obligation upon a reversioner even to repair, much
less to cleanse, any premises which have been let to a tenant for any term, at any
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rate unless the state of the premises in consequence of dirt or non-repair is a
nuisance of which he has had notice, and it was in his power to abate the nuisance
by putting an end to the tenancy. None of these conditions are appended to the
bye-law.

“(C) Under the Public Health (London) Act, 1891, and the Public Health
Act, 1875, the following state of things must exist before any obligation additional
to the common law can be cast upon the owner (the equivalent of the landlord under
the bye-laws):—

“(1) A nuisance injurious to health, and (2) (@) Inability to find the person by
whose act, default or sufferance the nuisance exists; or (4) structural defect the cause
of the nuisance. Any legislation attempted beyond this is therefore repugnant to
the Public Health Statute.

“(1)) The bye-law is unreasonable because (1) the code of which it forms a part
18 inconsistent. A concurrent liability to cleanse an exclusive staircase (Byelaw 11)
is placed upon the lodger and to cleanse a common staircase upon the keeper (By-
law 13), yet in the case of the lodger's own room, which is the most private part of
the house, the landlord is exclusively liable. As an illustration of the absurdity
of this arrangement, if a lodger, in removing filth under Bye-law 10, spill it upon
his staircase, he as well as the landlord can be prosecuted for failing to cleanse, but
if the mess which the lodger may cause is in his private room he can eall upon the
landlord to perform the office, and prosecute him under the bye-laws if he fail. (2)
Even if the byelaw would be otherwise good in making the landlord responsible, it
is unreasonable because it does not cast a primary or at least a concurrent liability
upon the lodger to cleanse his rooms, and also relieves the keeper, who has more
immediate control of the premises than the landlord, from all liability in the matter
either concurrent or prior so far as the rooms and exclusive staircases, etc., are con-
cerned. (3) The position of the landlord is such that the bye-law generally is un-
reasonable. The necessity for cleansing a room arises from hour to hour and day
to day, and it would be impossible for a landlord to exercise such vigilance and
control that, whenever a lodger’s private room requires cleansing, he must be on
the spot to perform the operation. He may derive no profit whatever from the
lodging-house business, in fact, the house may be so let against his wishes. In the
absence of express covenants he has no right beyond that which the bye-law may
confer to enter the premises, and in order to comply with the bye-law he must first
arrange with the keeper to enter the house, and secondly with the lodger to enter
the room. The performance by a stranger of the delicate task of cleansing another
person’s furnished room would inevitably lead to friction and difficulty, especially as
the landlord has no liability or even right with regard to the furniture. It is im-
possible to cleanse a room effectually unless the furniture forms part of the same

operation.
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“(4) The requirement of the byelaw that the landlord shall cause every part
of the premises to be cleansed at such other times than the first week in April as
the condition thereof may render necessary renders the cleansing in the first week
of April superfluous, and on that ground the bye-law is unreasonable.

“(5) The bye-law, in limiting the annual cleansing to a single week in the year,
is unreasonable. The definition of lodging-house is too wide, as it comprises not only
overcrowded houses in squalid streets, but also comparatively highly rented houses
which are occupied by members of more than one family, e.g., a clergy-house, or a
house where a paying guest is received, so that in the Borough of Stepney the houses
unaffected would be extremely few, The difficulty of securing sufficient labour to
cleanse thoroughly nearly every house in the Borough at the same time would be
almost insurmountable, and the cost would be enormous, especially when under the
same bye-law the whole of the premises must be limewashed within the same week
as that in which the cleansing must be done. The week selected too may be one
of the most inconvenient in the whole year, as it may comprise not only Good
Friday, but also Easter Monday and the subsequent holidays.”

JUDGMENT.

Tee Lorp Crier Justice: Nobody can have listened to this argument without
being struck with the extreme importance of the point that has been raised, and
1 am very glad (although we have had two cases) that we have had the advantage
of having it thoroughly argued by the Counsel upon each side. In consequence of
some observations that have been made, holding, as I hold, that the bye-laws in
both of these cases must be held to be unreasonable, I want expressly to peint out
that we are not interfering with the discretion of the local authorities to the
extent to which it has been suggested by those who supported the byelaws. In the
first place, I recognise that on practical questions, where a power is given to a public
authority to make bye-laws within the ambit of the power that is given to them, as,
for instance, in this case, for cleansing and limewashing at stated times of the
premises, that their discretion ought not to be lightly interfered with, especially
where bye-laws have been sanctioned by a public department, and particular duties
and times and periods have been enforced. It is only where we clearly see that
some legal principle is interfered with that we ought to hold that bye-laws are un-
reasonable, and, therefore, I am now quite sure that we are all agreed as to all the
grounds upon which we think these bye-laws are unreasonable. 1 also agree, as the
Lord Chief Justice (Lord Russell) pointed out in Kruse v. Johnson, that these bye-
laws are not to be set aside or upheld except vpon strong grounds; it is not to be
assumed against them that they would be construed unreasonably. Now, taking
the case that was first argued, the Stepney case, the objection that I take to this
bye-law and the ground upon which I think byelaw 14 is unreasonable is that it
includes or may include a class of people who are not legally responsible and not
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morally responsible, without safegvarding them before they can be made liable for a
criminal offence. The words are: “The landlord of a lodging-house shall in the
first week of the month of April in every year, cause every part of the premises to
be cleansed,” and Bye-law 19 says : * Any person who shall offend against any
of the foregoing bye-laws shall be liable for every such offence to a penalty of £5."
Now, the word “ cause " is, of course, the word that gives rise to the difficulty. If
" cause * could be construed to mean " take reasonable steps,” that is te say, make
a contract with his tenants, or something of that kind, the same difficulty would
not have arisen; but I think very properly in the interests of sanitation and in
the interest of the good working of this kind of Act, “ cause ” does not mean merely
“ take steps,” but “shall see that the thing is done.” Therefore, we have the bye-
law providing that the person upon whom the duty is cast has to see the thing is
done. Now I turn back to “ landlord,” and I find that * landlord " in these bye-laws
includes in relation to a house or part of a house which is let in lodgings or oeccu-
pied by members of more than one family, the person (whatever may be the nature
or extent of his interest in the premises, and whether he resides on the premises
or not) who receives or is entitled to receive the rack-rent of a lodging-house. Now,
I do not read the definition of “ keeper” from these bye-laws for the moment, be-
cause I quite agree that there would be less objection to the byelaw if it were
confined to a person who really had what 1 may call the personal management of
the house. Therefore I come to the conclusion that the bye-law in both cases is
bad, because it does not provide for the person who is going to be made subject to
the charge receiving notice in cases in which, under many circumstances, he may
not, so to speak, have, what I may call, the ordinary means of knowing whether or
not the law has been fulfilled.

I now come to that part of the case which has given us more difficulty—or at
any rate given me more difficulty—and upon which I am not quite sure that we are
all agreed. Speaking for myself and myself only, I should not have been disposed
to interfere with this finding on the ground that the period taken was the end of
the first week in April. The Statute says that they are to make byelaws for
cleansing and limewashing the premises at stated times. Undoubtedly I think that
does mean fix dates when about it should be done. I trust that if the bye-laws
come to be reconsidered, the objections, which seem to me to be very strong
objections, to the taking of this particular period, which my brother Wills has
pointed out in the course of the argument, will be considered. 1 can well imagine
that a week at the end of April or a fortnight at the beginning of May, or any-
thing of that kind, would remove all those objections; but why I should not have
been disposed to interfere on that ground is, that that does not seem to me exactly
one of the things in which the knowledge and experience of the Local Authority,
who have to fix a stated time, ought to prevail, unless some, what I may call very
grave objections, so serious as to amount to an objection in law, or some strong un-
reasonableness, in fact, prevails. While I have been very much impressed by the
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suggestion that the end of the first week in April will be very often a difficult time
for it to be done, there may be other considerations in connection with the class of
lodging-house or the class of people who inhabit these lodging-houses, of which 1 do
not know, which may be counterbalanced by these considerations. Had it rested
with me, 1 should not have been disposed to hold, and T do not hold, that the
bye-law is bad because of that particular week being taken, but, for the reasons
which I have stated, which are, in my opinion, more substantial, with regard to the
question of no notice being given to an absent landlord who may be under no legal
or moral responsibility to see the Act carried out as between himself and the real
person in occupation or tenancy of the premises, I think this bye-law must be held
to be unreasonable, and that being so, the first acquittal must be supported, that
is to say, the first appeal must be dismissed and the second appeal must be allowed.

Mz. Justice WiLts: I am of the same opinion, and I desire to adopt as part
of my Judgment everything which my Lord has said, except with regard to the
matter about the first week in the month of April, but there are a few observations
which I should like to add.

It seems to me that an initial mistake has been made in these bye-laws by
trying to make the same hard and fast rules apply to two perfectly different classes
of tenements. The lodging-house proper, which is something in the character of a
common lodging-house, may perfectly well be dealt with by a series of regulations
which are really inapplicable to the very large class of houses which are brought
under the common operation of these bye-laws under the words “ houses occupied by
members of more than one family,” Take the West End of London, where, we are
told, the same sort of bye-laws apply; it is not too much to say that there are many
large areas in some of the best parts of London where I should think it would be
no exaggeration to say that two-thirds or three-fourths of the houses are so oceupied
that they would come under this definition. You cannot pass through a great
number of streets with which I am wvery familiar without finding half a dozen
doctors’ names up on the same door; everybody knows it is the commonest thing
in the world for a medical man who has an extremely good house very highly rented
to let off one or two rooms as consulting rooms to somebody else. Well, that imme-
diately brings this house within the definition of a lodging-house, and makes all
these bye-laws applicable to it, and when you come to such a case the application
of the bye-law seems to me to be unreasonable to the least extent. The definition
of “landlord” embraces the person who receives the rack-rent of the house. Just
take the very large area, for instance, which is owned by the Duke of Portland.
Probably there are 500 to 1,000 houses there of which he receives the rack-rent, and
for everyone of which he would be liable as a landlord of a lodging-house within
the meaning of these byelaws; and to hold that he is liable because everyone of
those houses is not thoroughly cleansed during the first week in April, or is not
limewashed from top to bottom during the first week in April, would impose
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upon the landlord in such a case as that an absolutely intolerable burden, and one
against which all good common-sense and all instincts of fair play, rebel. T only
give the instance because it is quite within the extreme instances which may be
given. If they are fairly within the scope of the Act, as undonbtedly that one wounld
be, it is only by pointing out the cireumstances of the hyelaws as applied in such
cases that ome sees whether or not, taken as a whole and as applicable all round,
they are reasonable. If they were confined to the class of houses like the same sort
of houses and oceupied in the same sort of way as common lodging-liouses, of course,
there would be very much more to be said in their favour, but even there I agree
with my Lord that unless the person who is struck at is a person who, from his
position and from his relation to the property, ought to know exactly what his
tenants are doing and in what state they are keeping the house and so on—unless
he is some person of that sort it would be quite unfair to render him liable, without
his having had notice of what is taking place.

Now, Mr. Courthorpe-Munro defends—and it is a part of his argument that I
do not like at all, and that I feel bound to protest against on the great public
principles—a good deal of this by saying, “ Oh, these bye-laws might be harsh and
improper and unjust if they were applied all round (and they might in some cases
be so), but the Borough Council, or whatever the Local Authority is, must be trusted
only to put the law in motion in such cases in which it wounld be reasonable to do so.”
Now, to begin with, the Borough Couneil are not the only persons who are entitled
to put the law in motion; every subject of the Crown is. And to go on with it, I
do not like the legislation which is felt to be so unfair, applying it all round, that it
requires Lo be justified by saying that in particular cases it will not be enforced. I
think that is as bad a ground upon which to defend legislation as you could very
well have,

Now I pass from that part of the case just to say one word about the first
week in April.  Of course, I feel fully the force of a great deal my Lord has said.
One constantly knows the principles to be applied, but it is the application of prin-
ciples which raises the difficulty. What I feel in this particular case is that it
is hardly right to say that this can be a proper period because it is fixed by the
Loca! Authority, to whom great discretion is necessarily committed, if it does lead
in particular instances which are not chimerical at all to an almost preposterous
state of the law. In one of the cases—I think it is the Islington case, but I only
mention 1t because it shews that sometimes illustrations are not away from the point
—we have had mentioned that the work which was required to be done would take
a couple of men from ten days to a fortnight, working all day, to get through it.
It is a fact whieh the Borough Counecil ought to have known, that Easter does very
commonly fall early in April, so as to embrace part of the first week in April within
its operation. I am told that in this very present year there are really four days
out of the seven which are allowed which are practically excluded, and one knows
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perfectly well that it is all very well to talk about four days—there are one or two
more days when the British workman will not work if he can help it—and the
result, as it seems to me, is, that the persons may be called upon to do in two or
three days—and if they do not do it they would be liable to a penalty—that which
would be sufficiently extensive to require several men something between a
week and a fortnight. T do not think that a byelaw which can have that operation
has received the consideration of its applicability to practical purposes that
it ought to receive. There seems to be no sort of diffieulty in meeting all the ob-
jections that have been raised to these byelaws, and in making them, if they are
re-cast, really reasonable. For the reasons 1 have mentioned it seems to me that
in the Stepney case it is elear that the byelaw cannot be sustained.

Mr. Justice Kexnepy: I have come to the same conclusion, and I have come
to that conclusion with a great deal of reluctance from one point of view, and that
is this: That it is the health of the helpless that is very largely protected by these
bye-laws, and 1 cannot help thinking that a good many of the points that have been
taken have been points which do not occur in practice—which would raise no diffi-
culty in practice—and in which no difficulty would arise if there was loyalty to the
intentions of the Legislature on the part of those who raise these difficulties. I
confess myself, that I am unable to see, at the same time, that the byelaw in either
case could be supported, for the reasons given by my Lord, and I think it is
important that that should have happened, because one knows perfectly well (it is
not disputed here, and cannot be disputed anywhere) that persons who do not want
to face liabilities which they incur by keeping property in an insanitary state, can
raise a great many difficulties if they will only employ intermediate agents who
they say are the only persons in touch with the tenants. So it is very difficult, 1
believe, and I can quite understand, to frame bye-laws which shall, on the one hand,
really make the man who has pot the profits, as the law intended (for I am only
stating what I understood to be the law under the Statutes), who is really receiving
the high rent for these properties, responsible, and at the same time, of course,
prevent a possible injustice, which is equally to be deprecated, of a person who is
loyally doing his best, but has not the opportunity of protecting himself from being
attacked by summons and found liable to penalties which really he could not help.
It is very difficult, no doubt, to reconcile the two, but I only say for myself entirely
that it does make one inclined, as far as one can consistently do so with justice, to
take a liberal and generous view of the efforts of public bodies to carry out this
great sanitary legislation, and not allow either private greed or private carelessness
to maintain an insanitary property. I cannot help feeling, speaking for myself, if
I may, beyond doubt, that with regard to the word “landlord ” in the hyelaw in
the Stepney case, the word to be one which does make it possible for a person who
is merely a rent receiver, who has let to a perfectly respectable tenant, who again
sub-lets in lodgings, to make that ultimate landlord responsible without notice for
an unhealthy condition of the property. You see an instance of the importance
of doing something, because, in this case, according to paragraph 3, when the



64

Appellant visited the house he found the rooms and staircase dirty ; and he again
visited on the 14th April and he found the same state of dirt in this place. All
I can hope is that the Local Authority will bear in mind what my Lord and my
brother Wills has said and frame a byelaw which is in such terms as will avoid
that which makes the present ome unjust, namely-—making a person responsible who
may be simply landlord in the sense of the ultimate receiver of the rent, and
apparently a perfectly respectable tenant who is anxious to see that the lodgings,
when he lets them, are kept in a good state, and takes care that his lodgers do
their duty and keep them clean, without fair notice to him of any failure on the
part of those who are actually managing the premises to do their duty. I do not
agree, speaking personally, as regards myself, and naturally with great respeect to my
brother Wills, about the period to be tied up—+that you must not tie up a definite
period. I cannot help thinking that local bodies, who know the local needs and
who express the desire of the community by representation, and who must know
their business, ought not to be lightly interfered with upon matters of management
and routine such as this is. The first week in April has been found by one or two
learned Magistrates in one district of London not to be unreasonable, and I should
not have been inclined myself to interfere with any period they choose to fix if they
are the appointed representatives of the ratepayers.

With regard to the other case, I think it is impossible to accept as satisfactory,
in the sense of reasonableness, the definition there of “ landlord.” I will not say
more, having said that. I will not express my personal feeling further than to say,
at any rate, that I can understand the Local Authorities thinking it arguable that
“landlord ” there did mean the person who was really in touch with the tenants.
I say nothing more. They must make it more clear, and I hope they will adopt the
recommendation of my Lord and brother Wills if they do re-consider these bye-laws
as to how far they should not confine the lodgings to be dealt with in this fashion to
lodgings where there is no doubt that it is practically impossible to get at the
necessary sanitary results by action against the lodgers or oceupants of one or two

rooms.

Underground Bakehouses.

An underground bakehouse cannot be used as such unless it was so used at the
passing of the Factory and Workshop Aect, 1901

After January lst, 1804, an underground bakehouse shall not be used unless
certified by the Borough Council.
For the purposes of this Act an underground bakehouse means one which

is so situated that the surface of the floor is more than three feet below the surface
of the footway of the adjoining street or of the ground adjoining or nearest to the

bakehousze,
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Before the underground bakehouse can be certified, the Borough Council must
be satisfied that it is suitable as regards construction, light, ventilation, and in all
other respects.

In order to give information to the various bakers as to what would be con-
sidered sufficient light, ventilation, and as to the necessary construction, the Couneil
approved of certain regulations, which were supplied to each baker.

The Council required that the bakehouse should have a capacity of at least
1,500 cubic feet, and should be at least 8 feet high. The floor and walls should be
of smooth and impermeable material. There should be a snitable means of access
other than by a ladder, and no entrance from the shop floor would be tolerated.
The areas should be constructed of glazed bricks or tiled faces. The window should
have a total superficial area clear of the sash frame equal to one-tenth of the floor
space. There should be permanent inlets and outlets for ventilation. Proper pro-
vision should be provided for the storage of flour elsewhere than in the bakehouse,
and for personal ablution, as well as for the depositing of wearing material. All
troughs and tables should be provided with strong ball-bearing castors. The bake-
house should not be in communication with a washhouse, nor with any room con-
taining objectionable material.

These regulations were strictly enforced, save that in a very few, a slight modifi-
cation of the height was made. The Public Health Committee decided “ that in
very exceptional cases, where the cubical capacity of a bakehouse is sufficient, and the
general conditions are such as to inflict a great hardship, should a certificate be re-
fused in consequence of its being found impossible to attain the height mentioned,
owing to the position of the sewer, and not on the ground of expense, the Com-
mittee does not propose to insist upon a height of more than 7 feet 6 inches.”

It is satisfactory to know that in only four bakehouses was it found necessary
to lower the standard from 8 feet to 7 feet 6 inches.

70 underground bakehouses complied with our regulations and certificates were
cranted.

Conveniences for depositing the wearing material of the workmen and for per-
sonal ablution were newly provided in all of them. This will tend to secure enhanced
cleanliness in the baking of bread. All the troughs and tables were without ball-
bearing castors. It was therefore impossible to keep the floors as clean as it will be
in future, now that the castors have been provided. Five bakehouses were found to
have less than the required 1,500 cubic feet capacity, and had to be enlarged. The

E
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height was less than 8 feet in 32 of the bakehouses. The floor was dug out so as
to obtain the necessary height in all these. In 64 of the bakehouses the walls and
floor had to be rendered hard, smooth and impermeable.

In a large number the entrance to the bakehouse was by means of a step-ladder
from the floor of the shop; 34 staircases had to be consequently altered. Fiity
bakehouses were found to be without sufficient light and ventilation. Twenty-two
bakers had no means of storing the flour except in the bakehouse itself. In twenty-
three there were either no coal-cellar and the coal was stored in the bakehouse, or it
opened directly from the bakehouse.

Drains had to be disconnected in twelve bakehouses.

Four underground bakehouses were discontinued and new ones constructed
above ground in the rear of the premises, viz, :—

8g, Sydney Street. 131, Salmon Lane.
278, Cable Street. 77, Plummers Row.

Two wholesale premises where machinery 1s used were granted certificates,

viz, i—
1, Alie Place. | 177—183, Commercial Road.
Certificates were refused to 21 underground bakehouses :—
113, Back Church Lane (not been 47, High Street, Shadwell, (not
used for some time). used for some time).
139, Bridge Street. 161, High Street, Shadwell (not
119, Broad Street (taken by L.C.C. used for some time).
for improvements). 68, Limehouse Causeway.
85, Brook Street. 27, Old Montague Street.
341, Cable Street, 42, Philpot Street.
67, Christian Street, 145, Salmon Lane.
5, Church La:ae. 11, Sidney Street.
436, Commercial Road, 50, Smith Street.
76, Copley Street (not used for 3, Varden Street.
some time). 20, Whiie's Row (not used for some
34, Dock Street. time).
6, Great Alie Street (not used for
some time).




Certificates were granted to the owners of the following underground

bakehouses :—
20, Bedford Street.
7, Bell Lane.
81, Ben Jonson Road.
150, Bow Common Lane.
21, Brady Street.
48, Brick Lane.
122, Brick Lane.
g2, Bridge Street.
58, Burdett Road.
20, Cable Street.
36, Cable Street.
111, Cable Street.
293, Cable Street.
108, Cannon Street Road
127, Charles Street.
18, Church Lane.
32, Church Lane.
14, Chicksand Street.
64, Christian Street.
67, Christian Street.
36, Christian Street.
59, Commercial Road.
136, Commercial Road.
192, Commercial Road.
336 & 338, Commercial Road.
821, Commercial Road.
72, Commercial Street,
18, Copley Street.
81, Coutts Road.
13, Devonport Street.
3, Dock Street.
22, Gill Street.
38, Globe Road.
32, Great Hermitage Street.
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4, Hanbury Street.

68, Harford Street.

54, High Street, Whitechapel.
56, High Street, Whitechapel.
115, Jubilee Street.

32, King Edward Street.
15, Leman Street.

38, Leman Street.

117, Leman Street.

7, Limehouse Causeway.
84, Locksley Street.

67, Lower Chapman Street.
42, Mansell Street.

68, Middlesex Street.

622, Mile End Road.

157. Morgan Street.

4, Morris Street.

34, New Road.

66, New Road.

107, Old Gravel Lane.

41, Portland Street.

1, Providence Street.

43, Stainsby Road.

10, St. Mark Street.

6, St. Peter's Road.

77, Three Colt Street.

57 & 59, Umberston Street.
23, Vallance Road.

38, Vallance Road.

75, Wentworth Street.

91, Wentworth Street.

147, White Horse Street.
49, Watney Street.

42, Watney Street.

OTHER BAKEHOUSES.

104, Anthony Street.
49, Anthony Street.
22, Batty Street.

E 2

51, Bedford Street.
g1, Brook Street.
26, Brick Lane,



OTHER BAKEHOUSES— (continued).

48, Brick Lane.

70, Brick Lane.

13, Bell Lane.

43, Ben Jonson Road.
3, Bridge Street

173, Burdett Road,
91, Burdett Road.

54, Buxton Streel.

224, Bow Common Lane.

70, Berner Street.

411, Commercial Road.
337, Commercial Road.
265, Commercial Road.
141. Commercial Road.
9, Coke Street.

49, Charles Street.

122, Charles Street.
508, Commercial Road.
415, Cable Street.

631, Commercial Road.
167, Charles Street.
ga, Chicksand Street.
62, Cleveland Street.
278, Cable Street.

43, Cadiz Street.

81, Coutts Road.

821, Commercial Road.
367, Cable Street.

338, Commercial Road.

157, Cannon Street Road.

12, Duckett Street.

73, Duckett Street.

137, Eastfield Street.

31, Fieldgate Street.

48, Fieldgate Street.
142, Globe Road.

48, Great (Garden Street.
27, Hardinge Street.
102, Hanbury Street.
34, Heath Street.

53, High Street, Whitechapel.
3, High Street, Shoreditch.
28, Hunt Street.

2, Jubilee Street.

203, Jubilee Street.

5, King David Lane.

1, Lamb Street.

40, Limehouse Causeway.
17, Mary Street.

11, Mile End Road.

132, Mile End Road.
220, Mile End Road.
3359, Mile End Road.
322, Mile End Road.
205, Mile End Road.
397, Mile End Road.

10, Morgan Houses.

66, New Road.

14, Norton Folgate,

17, Old Gravel Lane.

8g, Old Gravel Lane.

6, Old Castle Street.

61, Old Montagnue Street.
87, Old Montague Street,
8, Osborn Street.

75, Oxford Street,

256, Oxford Street.

275, Oxford Street.

35, Pelham Street.

42, Philpot Street.

gy, Redman’s Road.

3, Repton Street.

31, Repton Street,

go, Red Lion Street.

35, Rhodeswell Read.

56, Rhodeswell Road.
132, Rhodeswell Road.
71, Salmon Lane.

131, Salmon Lane.

209, Salmon Lane.
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OTHER BAKEHOUSES —(continued).

181, Salmon Lane.
40, Sheridan Street.
1, Shorter Street.

4, Stepney Green.

64, St. Ann's Road.
31, 5t. Paul's Road.
117, St. Paul's Road.
16, Spelman Street.
g3, Three Colt Street.
87, Three Colt Street.
36, Three Colt Street.
22, Umberston Street.
79, Vallance Road.

45, Wentworth Street.
41, Wentworth Street.

1, Wentworth Street.

7, West Street.

g6, West Street.

78, West India Dock Road.
185, Whitechapel Road.
42, White Horse Street.
105, White Horse Street.
146, White Horse Street.
84, White Horse Lane.
1, Wilson Street.

87, Wilkes Street.

LIST OF COWHOUSES.

MNumber of cows

Situation. kept on the last
licensing day.

13, Beaumont Street ... i
63, Brook Street e IG
21, Black Lion Yard ... o 300
EBlack Boy Yard, Globe Road... 4
Batson Street ... sl T a
408, Commercial Road ...
77, Commercial Road ... AR 1
134, Charles Street ... 10
155, 156 & 157, Railway Arches,

Drewton Street ... SR
44, Dunk Street B -
18, Fairclough Street ... gk
1, Hannibal Road -
37, Hanbury Street ... 2l o
66, Harford Street Ao
12, Hilton Street sid 1B
42, Jubilee Street o N
15, Maroon Street R
5+ Meeting House Alley R (-
28, Mile End Place ... B i
25, Norfolk Street EEL

36, Old Church Road ... g 4

Mumber of cows

Situation. kept on the last
licensing day.

33, Uld Montague Street 14
64, Pelham Street 16
Flough Square ... 15
75, Prusom Street 2
57, Princes Square 33
5, Russell Street e g
42 & 44, Ropemakers Fields ... ¢
5, Sage Street 16
1, Sidney Street ... 20
109, Sidney Street —
150, Sidney Street - 16
Shepherd's Place, Saw Yard 8
15, Tilley Street 4 . i
Tredegar Dairy, Upper Mnn-

tague Street 71
11, Umberstone Street ... 14
1, Upper Chapman Street 17
37, White Horse Street 22
147, West Street 19
64, White Horse Lane ... 10
33, St. Anne’s Road 17
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LIST OF SLAUGHTERHOUSES.

301, Commercial Road. 6, Morris Street.

16g, Commercial Road. 251, Oxford Street.

2, High Street, Whitechapel. 88, Redman’s Road.

3, High Street, Whitechapel. 265, Three Colt Street.

6, High Street, Whitechapel. 160, White Horse Street.
42, Jubilee Street. 49, High Street, Wapping.
199, Mile End Road.

Public Analyst’s Annual Report.

During the year 1903, 1,171 samples were examined under the Sale of Food
and Drugs Acts, consisting of : —626 Milks, 193 Butters, 6 Cheeses, 3 Margarines,
3 Lards, 1 Chicory, 24 Cocoas, 61 Coffees, 1 Coffee and Chicory, 2 Teas, 15 Breads,
T Arrowroots, 1 Cornflour, 22 Oatmeals, 1 Ground Rice, T SBagos, 1 Tapioca, 4 Wheat
Flours, 6 Ground Gingers, 57 Mustards, 75 Peppers, 3 Vinegars, 3 Brandies, 3 Gins,
2 Rums, 4 Whiskies, 10 Demerara Sugars, 2 White Sugars, 4 Sweets, 1 Chlorodyne
Lozenges, 1 Peppermint Lozenges, 1 Ammoniated Tincture of Quinine, 9 Cam-
phorated Oils, 2 Castor Oils, 2 Cod Liver Oils, 1 Lime Water, 2 Olive Oils, 1
Powdered Rhubarb, 1 Saffron, 2 Sweet Spirits of Nitre, 1 Tincture of lodine.

214 samples, or 183 per cent., were found to be adulterated. These consisted
of :—144 Milks, 29 Butters, 1 Margarine, 7 Cocoas, 4 Cofiees, 1 Arrowroot, 5 Sagos,
6 Mustards, 1 Pepper, 1 Gin, 1 Rum, 4 Demerara Sugars, 6 Camphorated Oils, 1
Olive Oil, 1 Saffron, 1 Sweet Spirit of Nitre, 1 Tineture of Iodine.

Proceedings were taken in 88 cases, 80 of which were successful, one case was
dismissed owing to an informality in the purchase and two were withdrawn.

The Sweets were specially tested for compounds of Arsenic, none of which were
detected.

The total fines secured during the year amounted to P b g ¢
Total costs allowed amounted to ... £3012 0
The average fine secured on the prosecutions was £1 19 114

Compared with the two previous years the adulterations were as follows : —

No. No. No. of Percent.of  Per cent, of
Year. Submitted, Adulterated. Prosecutions. Adulteration. Prosecution.
1901 693 107 66 15-4 9-5
1902 i 2 R 260 118 ... 219 o gy

1903 SRR 1 G i T 215 N 1 SRS
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STATISTICS OF ADULTERATION,
For the year ending December 31st, 1903.

T i I-g LE Ll % E- ?: :
5% | ig §Ba | d% | 2gs
MNATURE OF SAMPLES, EE E_;,: 588 £3 § E_E
22 | =38 ;E“ 3 | 5&°
(B8 o < N -
Milk 626 144 50 230 89
Butter 103 29 12 150 62
Cheese 6
Margarine ... 3 1 33'3
Lard 3
Chicory 1
Cocoa 24 7 5 2Q°2 20°9
Coffee 2 61 4 4 65 65
Coffee and Cluccr}r {Mnture} I
Tea . g -
Bread 15
Arrowroot ... 7 I 14'3
Corn Flour 1
Qatmeal ... 22
Rice (Ground) 1
Sago 7 5 714
Tapioca. ... I
Wheat Flour 4
Ginger (Ground) . 6
Mustard | =7 6 2 10°6 3'6
Pepper 75 I I 1'3 1'3
Vinegar 3
Brandy 3
Gin 3 I =
Rum 2 I I 500 500
Whisky 4
Demerara Sugar 10 4 3 40'0 3jo'o
White Sugar 2 &
sweets . 4
Chlorodyne anenges I
Peppermint Lozenges : I
AmmnmatedTmctureufgumme , I
Camphorated Oil g 6 3 667 33'3
Cod Liver Qil Z
Lime Water I
Olive 01l ... - I | 500
Powdered Rhubarb . I |
Saffron 1 100°0
Sweet Spirits of Nitre 2 I I 50'0 50'0
Tincture of lodine I I | . 100°0
Castor Oil ... 2 -I
Total ] TEo 214 88 183 75




IN THE vARIOUS DISTRICTS THE ADULTERATION WAS AS

FOLLOWS i-—

: j i S & B
53 | 5% (3s,| 82 | Bs,
DisTRICT. EE §§ é%g EE | "§_§
= - o= | =]
i gl Al R
Whitechapel 288 23 167 80
St. George's 288 14 15°3 49
Limehouse ... 216 16 18'5 | 74
Mile End 379 35 210 o

|

Total 1171 88 183 75




SAMPLES TAKEN

BY INSPECTORS DURING 1903.

NATURE OF SAMPLE.

Milk
Butter
Cheese
Margarine
Lard

Tea

Coffee
Chicory
Cocoa
Bread
Arrowroot

Corn Flour ...

Oatmeal
Rice
Sago
Tapioca

Wheat Flour

Ginger
Mustard
Pepper
Vinegar
Spirits
Sugar
Sweets
Drugs

E. Simpson.

. O, Pavitt.
E.T. Crook.
J. Twaits.

J. Woonton.

e |

| J. W. Johnsen.

[
_tn
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o
-+
b
=
e |
b
iy
L
D
i
=

o

]
b3
o

[
3]
[
L]
—
)
=J

i

. -
——

] -

- -

Total

A, W. Willey.

]. White.

E. W. Flint.

TOTAL.

| W. Shepherd.

e

o e
+

626
193

22

72

72

1171
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PROCEEDINGS UNDER THE SALE OF FOOD AND DRUGS
ACTS DURING 1903.

E e |
g E
E $ % o
g 2 2 g S
INSPECTOR. 3 E - T S
£ < = s k-
B 3 3 = =
Tonl e : £ B A
J. W. Johnson - - 2 1 4 4 I0 ©O 4 I2 O
G. O. Pavitt - - 72 10 6 4 ‘0 B 515 ©
E. T, Grook = - 72 13 6 - S o) 319 6
J. Twaits - - 93 16 9 I3 II © S
C.Cox - - - 04 1t 6 13 I0 © 6 18 o
F.H.Lyon. - - 92 22 7 18 0 o 8 axa
R. Simpson - - 100 28 13 g2 2 B 4.3 B
J. Woonton - - 72 9 4 g O © 216 6
J. White - - - 5 14 3 312 O 3 . 0
A. W. Willey - - 72 9 I 2 10 © G <
E. W. Flint - - 72 £ 6 16 10 © P ors -
T. P. Wrack - - 72 5 3 3..0.0 2wy o
H. Mills - - - 72 19 10 22 Io @ 11 1 6
A. Cook - - - 72 14 4 IT 0 O 4 12 O
W. Shepherd - - 72 10 6 15 . 0 © R
Total - -| wzzHY | 234 88 175 18 o© go Iz 0O
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ARTICLES ADULTERATED.
Article. Extent of adulteration. Result.
Milk 10 per cent. of added water - - | Fined 22s. and 23s. costs
Demera- '
ra Sugar 100 i dyed crystals - - | Dismissed. Informality of
purchase.

Milk - | 11 = added water, coloured

with an organic dye - - | 108, fine and 23s. costs
Milk - | 16 per cent. of added water - - | Fined £1 and 30s. costs
Milk -| 15 ¥ added water; 30 p-er cent |

| deficient in fat B Fined £3 and 3o0s. 6d. costs

Butter - | 2 per cent. excess of water | Caution
Milk -| 3 ;. of added water - - | Caution
Milk -| zo ¥ deficient in fat - - | Fined £1 and 23s. costs
Mlk -|10 9 of added water; 42 gm_m:.

boracic acid per gallon - Fined £2 and 23s. costs
Butter - 100 per cent. of margarine - Fined £2 and 23s. costs
Milk - | 12 2 added water - - | Fined 30s.
Milk -| 4 = " " - Caution
Tincture ;
of lodine| Made with Methylated ':_-.-plrjts - - | Caution

Milk - 5 per cent. of added water - | Caution

Butter - 100 T margarine - - | Fined {2
Milk - | 16 - deficient in fat - - Fined £1 and 23s. costs
Milk -| 10 = % - - | Fined £1 and 23s. costs
Milk 11 3 i : - | Fined £1 and 23s. costs
Milk 4 iy of added water - - | Caution
Milk -| 3 b ks s : - | Caution
Milk - | 37 i g M - - | Fined £z and 23s. costs
Butter - | g . excess of water - - | Fined £z and 23s. costs
Butter - | g - excess of water - - | No action
Milk 2 e added water - - | Caution
Butter - | 3 "5 excess of water - - | Caution
Milk -| 10 t deficient in fat - - | Fined £2 and 23s. costs
Milk 5 % . o - - | Caution
Milk 4 per cent. of added water - - | Caution
Arrow-
root A quantity of Potato Starch - - | Caution
Milk 3 per cent. of added water - - | Caution
Milk -| 3 & o o ] - | Caution
Butter - | 12 5 excess of water - - | Fined £7
Mustard | 30 W deficient in Qil - - Caution
Milk - | 3 per cent. deficient in fat - Caution
1o 11T ST W - x = Caution
Cocoa - | 25 per cent. of cane sugar :Lnd 2% per-

cent. of added starch -

- | Fined £1 and 23s. costs
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Adulterated Articles—continued.

Article, Extent of adulteration. Result.
Milk -| 4 per cent. deficient in fat - - | Caution
Milk x 6 1 1 EF] = - | Caution
Cocoa - | 30 per cent. of Cane Sugar and 33 per | Fined {4 and 23s. costs
cent. of added Starch
Milk - | 18 per cent. of added water - - | Fined £2 and 23s. costs
Sweet 20 per cent deficient in Nitrous Ether - | Withdrawn
Spirit of
Nitre.
Milk - | 8 per cent. of added water - - | Caution
Milk -| 8 = e . . - | Caution
Milk -| 4 = - - | Caution
Butter - | 10 per cent. of l-'c-rmgn fat - - | Caution
Milk -| 3 " added water - - | Caution
Milk -| 2z " - - | Caution
Milk - | Coloured with an organic dye - | No action
Milk - | 8 per cent. deficient in fat - - | Caution
Butter - | 3 per cent. excess of water Caution
Cam- 95 per cent. deficient in Camphor - | Fined £2 and 23s. costs
phorated
il
Cam- 6o per cent. deficient in camphor, and | Fined £1 and 23s. costs
phorated | made with cottonseed oil -
Oil.
Milk -| 4 per cent. deficient in fat - - | Caution
Cam- | 42 per cent. deficient in Camphor - | Fined £1 and 23s. costs
phorated
Oil. '
Coffee - | 40 5 of chicory - - - | Fined 50s. and 23s. costs
Milk - | 30 4 deficient in fat - - | Fined £1 and 23s. costs
Milk -| 4 P of added water - - | Caution
Butter - | 12 . excess of water - - | Caution
Milk - | 4 " of added water - - | Caution
Milk -| 3 o " 3 - - | Caution
Milk -| 4 - - 3 - - | Caution
Milk - | 23 i deficient in fat and colour- | Caution
ed with an organic dye - -
Milk - | Poor quality and coloured with an | Caution
organic dye - - -
Milk - | 5 per cent. deficient in fat - - | Caution
Milk - | 10 X of added water - - | Fined £2
Milk -| 3 3 o . - - | Cantion
Milk -| 13 : - | Fined 10s. and 23s. costs
Cam- 10 per cent. deficient in Camphnr - | Caution
phorated
il |
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Adulterated Articles—continued.

Article Extent of Adulteration. Result.
|

Butter - | go grains boracic acid per lb. - Caution
Milk - g per cent. deficient in fat Fined £3 and 23s. costs
Milk -| 6 3 & & - | Caution
Milk - 26 i 5 o - - | Fined £4 and 23s. costs
Mustard | 30 R deficient in oil Caution
Milk - ¥, added water - - | Caution
Milk - Contained Formalin - - | Caution
Milk - 8 per cent. deficient in fat - - | Caution
Milk -| 2 3 of added water - | Caution
Milk -| 5 ¥, deficient in fat . Caution
Milk - | 11 & = Fined £3 and 23s. costs
Milk - Contained Fﬂrmalm - - No action
Milk -| 5 per cent. of added water and 10 per |

. cent. deficient in fat - | Fined £2 and 23s. costs
Milk - | 2z per cent. of added water - Caution
Milk -| 22 - i L - - | Fined £3 and 23s. costs
Milk -| 20 b - | Fined £3 and 23s. costs
Butter - | 50 grains boracic acid per Ib. - | Caution
Butter - 10 per cent. of foreign fat . - | Caution
Milk 20 ,. deficient in fat - | Fined £5 and 23s. costs
Cam- |
phorated
Ol 9 =S deficient in camphor - | Caution
Milk -| 15 i of added water - Fined £4 and 23s. costs
Milk -] 30 g deficient in fat - - | Fined £1 and 23s. costs
Rum -| 5 E excess of water - Fined 30s. and 23s. costs
Milk - | 2 K of added water - - | Caution
Milk - | 15 & W b - - | Fined 30s. and 23s. costs
Milk -| 15 s deficient in fat - - | Caution
Milk - | 9 3 of added water - - | Fined £1 and 23s. costs
Milk -] # 3 1 5 - | Caution
Milk - | Contained Formalin Caution
Butter - | 8 per cent. excess of water - | Caution
Milk Contained Formalin Caution
Mustard | 1 per cent. of wheat flour - - | Caution
Milk -| 10 a deficient in fat - - | Fined 25s. and 23s. costs
Milk -| 6 - - " - - | Caution
Milk - | 3 ; of added water - - | Caution
Milk -| ¢ o deficient in fat - - | Fined £2 and23s. costs
Milk -|20 ,  added water - Fined £3 and 23s. costs
Milk -| ¢ - deficient in fat - ; Caution
Milk - | 1x FE of added water - Fined £1 and 23s. costs
Milk - | 25 = deficient in fat - - | Fined {5 and 23s. costs
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Adulterated Articles—confinued.

Article. Extent of Adulteration.
Saffron - | 10 per cent. of mineral matter -
Butter -| 8 3 excess of water - -
Pepper - | 25 i) of oatmeal - -
Milk -| zo » of added water - -
Milk 5 i deficient in fat - ¢
Milk | 11 o of added water - - |
Butter - | 22 - excess of water - -
Milk - | 23 i deficient in fat - -
Milk -| 6 . 5 = - -
Milk - : i of added water - -
Milk -| 36 i deficient in fat - -
Coffee - | 40 > of chicory . -
Milk -| 30 = of added water - -
Demera-
ra Sugar 100 T of dyed crystals - -
Milk -| 3 ” deficient in fat - S
Milk =] 1x % : = - -
Milk -| 8 i s ¥ - -
Sago - |Ico 5 tapioca - z -
Milk -| 5 4 added water - -
Milk - | 3 1] LE 5 3
Mustard | 30 % deficient in oil - -
Sago - 100 taploca -
Milk Cnntmned formalin - - -
Milk 4 per cent. of added water and con-
tained formalin - -
Sago Tapioca - - - -
Demera-
ra Sugar | Dyed crystals - - - -
Mustard | 10 per cent. deficient in oil - -
Cocoa -| 30 Y cane sugarand 25 [}El' cent.
added starch -
Milk - | o per cent. deficient in fat - -
Butter - | Margarine - - - -
Demera- | .
ra Sugar | Traces of dye - - gt
Milk -| 8 per cent. of added water and con-
| tained formalin - - -
Milk - | Contained formalin - - -
Milk -| 5 per cent. of added water - -
Milk -| 15 ok e -
Gin 5 2 excess of water - -
Milk -| 10 " of added water and con-

tained formalin -

| Fined £z and 23s.

Result.

Caution

Fined £6 and 23s. costs
Fined 10s. and 23s. costs
Fined £1 and 23s. costs
Caution.

| Fined £2

Fined £5 and 23s. costs
Fined 50s. and 23s. costs
Caution

Caution

' Fined £3 and 23s. costs

costs
costs

Fined £2 and 23s.
Fined £3 and 23s.

costs
Caution

Fined 27s. and 23s. costs
Caution

Caution

Caution

Caution

Fined £1 and 23s. costs
Caution

Caution

. | Caution

Caution

Fined £1 and 23s. costs
Caution

Fined £z and 23s. costs

Fined zzs.
Fined 21s. and 23s. costs

Caution

' Fined £1 and 23s. costs

Caution

Caution

Fined £1 and 10s.6d. costs

No action. Notice dis-
played

Fined 10s. and 23s. costs
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Adulterated Articles—continued.

Article. Extent ﬂll Adulteration. Result.
| .
Milk - | 3 per cent. deficient in fat - Caution
Cam-
phorated
il il = ,, deficient in camphor - | Caution
Milk - | = b of added water - - | Caution
Milk - | Contained formalin - - - | Caution
Milk - | 15 per cent. of added water - - | Fined £2 and 23s. costs
Milk - | 20 & deficient in fat - - | Fined £4 and 30s. 6d. costs
Milk -| 3 . of added water - - | Caution
Cocoa l 25 # of cane sugar and 25 per
i cent. of added starch - - | No action. Informality
- of purchase
Milk - | Coloured with an organic dye - - | No action
Mustard | 30 per cent. deficient in oil - - | Fined 1s. and £2 2s. costs
Coffee - | 40 o chicory - % Fined £1 and 23s. costs
Milk 6 E added water and cnntamed
formalin - - - - | Caution
Milk - | 4 per cent. added water and coloured - | Caution
Milk -| 16 o added water - - | Fined 10s. and 23s. costs
Butter - | 2 ‘s excess of water - - | Caution
Milk -| 4 :: added water . - | Caution
Butter - | 50 grains boracic acid per Ib. - Caution
Milk - | 16 per cent. deficient in fat and con-
tained formalin - - - | Fined £3 and 23s. costs
Butter - | 50 grains boracic acid per Ib. - - | Caution
Milk - | Contained formalin - - - | Caution
Milk -| 2 per cent, added water - - | Caution
Milk - | Contained formalin - - - | Caution
Milk - .. = - - - | Caution
Milk  -| 5 per cent. added water - Caution
Butter - | g " excess of water - - | Fined £z and 23s. costs
Butter - | 50 grains boracic acid per lb. - - | Caution
Milk - | Coloured with organic dye - - | No action
Butter - | 6o grains boracic acid per Ib. - - | Caution
Coffee - | 50 per cent. chicory - - - | Fined £2 and 23s. costs
Milk - 12 " deficient in fat b - | Fined £5 and 23s. costs
Milk -| =2 = added water - - | Caution
Cocoa - | 235 5 cane sugar and 25 per cent.
added starch - - | Fined {2 and 23s. costs
Milk - | 8 per cent. deficient in fat - - | Caution
Milk -| 3 = added water - - | Caution
Milk 10 s deficient in fat . - | Fined 10s. and 12s. 6d.
costs
Butter - | ¢ p excess of water - - | Fined £z and 23s. costs
|
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Adulterated Articles—confinued.

Article. Extent of Adulteration. Result.
Olive O1l | Cotton seed - - - No a{]:ti::-n. (Sold as salad
’ oil.)
Milk -| 6 per cent. deficient in fat - I Caution
Milk -| # iy added water - - | Caution
Milk -| 3 2 " - - | Caution
Milk -| 16 s deficient in fat - - | Fined {5 and 23s. costs
Cocoa - | 25 5 added alkaliand 1 pr:r cent.
' arrowroot starch - - | Caution
Cocoa - 25 per cent. cane sugar and 28 per cent.
added starch - - - | Fined £1 and 23s. costs
Sago - | Tapioca - - - - | Caution
Milk - | 5 per cent. deficient in fat - - | Caution
Milk -| 17 i added water - - | Fined £3 and 23s. costs
Butter - | Margarine - - - - | Fined £1 and 23s. costs
Milk 10 per cent. deficient in fat - - | Fined £1 and 23s. costs
Milk ? added water and coloured - | Caution
Milk - | 1I " added water - | Fined £35 and 23s. costs
Sago - | Tapioca - - - - | Caution
Milk 3 per cent. deficient in fat - - | Caution
Milk 4 o added water - - | Caution
Milk 3 i3 s and coloured - | Caution
Milk 9 o L i’ - | Fined 30s. and 23s. costs
Milk - | 13 per cent. deficient in fat - - | Fined £1 and 12s.6d. costs
Butter - | 50 grains boracic acid per lb. - - | Caution
Butter - | 50 - - | Caution
Milk - | 4 per cent. deficient in fat - - | Caution
Milk -| 8 s added water - Fined £3 and 23s. costs
Margar- | Excessive amount of water, curd él.]'ld
ine - salt - - - | Caution
Milk -| 4 per cent. added wa.ter - - | Caution
Milk -| 3 9 L - - | Caution
Mi“{ - 4 t§] Li = L Caution
Mllk = ? ¥ n = - [:-ﬂ.utiﬂﬂ
Butter - | Margarine - - - - | Fined £1 and 23s. costs
Butter - | 6o grains boracic acid per Ib. - - | Caution
Milk -| 5 per cent.added water - - | Caution
Milk 11 = deficient in fat - - | Fined £1 and 23s. costs




81

In addition to the above, Mr. Abraham Glass, 8, Black Lion Yard, was fined
£2 and 23s. costs on July 30th for refusing to sell half a pound of butter.

Proceedings under the Dairies and Cowsheds Order.

March 13th—Mr. Isaac Levento, of 242, Oxford Street, was fined £5 and 23s.
costs for keeping his milk utensils in a dirty condition.

On October 2nd, Mr. John Pritchard, of 156, Charles Street, was fined 10s. and
12s. costs for having dirty milk utensils on his premses.

On October 2nd, Mr. Charles Burton, of 33, Carr Street, was fined 10s. and
12s. costs for having dirty milk utensils on his premises,

Preservatives in Food.

It will be seen above that Boracic Acid is present in milk and butter.

In addition to milk and butter, this preservative is nused extensively in the pre
servation of eream, margarine, ham, bacon, sausages, and to a very small extent in
beverages such as herb beer.

With the exception of margarine, these articles are not analysed under the Foods
and Drugs Acts.

In addition to Boracic Acid, Salicylic Acid is also used, but to a less extent.
This preservative is gemerally added to beverages such as wines, beer, cider, and
temperance drinks, as well as to foods derived from fruit (jams and jellies).

Sulphites are also added to the latter.
A great quantity of raspberry pulp comes from New Zealand.

The action of the Sulphites is to take away the colour of the natural fruit and
to make it of a very much lighter shade. To obviate this, one of the aniline dyes
is often added to restore it to its natural colour before the jam which is made from
the pulp is put on the market.

The addition of Formalin to milk has also increased largely of late years. In
considering the effect of a certain preservative in a particular article of food on the
health of the consumer, one ought to take into consideration that it is not the only
article consumed that this preservative is added to. Take Boracie Acid, for instance,
The amount that is consumed in butter is not the only quantity that is absorbed

F
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into the system. When added to milk it is done indisecriminately by farmer, whole-
sale dealer and retail dealer. Neither of these take the trouble to find out what is
the least quantity that will prevent the milk decomposing. When the farmer has
added the preservatve, he does not inform the wholesale dealer that the milk con-
tains any preservative. The latter therefore, adds perhaps, a similar preservative.
When the milk reaches the retail milk vendor, as he has had no notice that the milk
contains preservative, he, of his own accord adds another quantity of either the same
preservative, or a preservative of a different kind. During the hot weather it is
therefore, possible, that preservatives have been added to the milk on three different
occasions. On account of the cool summer there was not so much Boracic Acid addel
to milk as in previous years in this district. The addition of Formalin seems to have,
however, increased.

Leaving the healthy adult out of the question for the moment, I do not think
that anyone can justify the addition of even the smallest quantity of preservative to
milk, that is either given to infants or to the sick, for whom, in many cases, it
constitutes by far the most important, if not the only source of nourishment. In
this distriet, where we know what a large percentage of the infants are brought up
entirely upon cow’s milk, no one knows, to what extent the addition of preservatives
is responsible for the infantile mortality. In these cases, as the infants become
older and naturally drink a larger quantity of milk, the amount of preservatives
consumed must be enormous. It is true that the addition of a small quantity of
the preservative prevents the decomposition of the milk, and that the consumption
of such sour milk is a frequent cause of Summer Diarrhaa. The preservative
hinders the development of the micro-organisms that cause decomposition, therefore,
when introduced into the human body it cannot behave indifferently to living matter,
and must exert a deleterious influence upon the cells which are engaged in the secre-
tion of digestive juices.

The addition of preservatives to milk is likely to tend to uncleanly methods in
collection and storage. It is curious, but undoubtedly true, as far as my experience
goes, that the dirtiest man on the milkman’s premises is the one that is responsible
for milking the cows. We can take proceedings for dirty milk utensils on the pre-
mises, but there is no remedy against the “ cowman,” whose hands are far dirtier
than it is possible for any milk utensil to become. Frequently when I have visited
the various cowsheds in the district it would be mere guess-work to give any idea
when his hands were last washed properly. Some of the milk analysed is found to
be in a filtlhy condition. Particles of manure, hay, straw, and insects are often seen
when the milk is poured out of the sample bottles. As dirty milk decomposes far
quicker than clean milk, the presence of preservatives should tend to raise suspicion

as to its cleanliness.

Some well-known dairy companies do not use any preservatives. Indeed, it is
unreasonable that the public should be drugged against their will and in ignorance

that they are being so drugged.
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The Royal Commission on Food Preservatives made the following recom-
mendations ; —

(1) That the use of formalin in foods or drinks be absolutely prohibited, and
that salicylic acid be not used in greater proportion than one grain per
pint in liquid food and 1 grain per pound in solid food.

Its presence in all cases to be declared.

(2) That the use of any preservative or colouring matter whatever in milk
offered for sale in the United Kingom be constituted an offence under
the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts.

(3) That the only preservative which it shall be lawful to use in cream be
boric acid or mixtures of boric acid and borax, and in amount not
exceeding ‘25 per cent. expressed as borie acid. The amount of such
preservative to be notified by a label upon the vessel.

(4) That the only preservative permitted to he used in butter and margarine
be boric acid or mixture of boric acid and borax, to be used in pro-
portions not exceeding -5 per cent. expressed as boric acid.

(5) That in the case of all dietetic preparations intended for the use of invalids
or infants, chemical preservatives of all kinds be prohibited.

(6) That the use of copper salts in the so-called greening of preserved foods
be prohibited.

(7} That means be provided either by the establishment of a separate Court
of Reference or by the imposition of more direet obligation on the
Local Government Board, to exercise supervision over the use of pre-
servatives and colouring matters in foods, and to prepare schedules of
such as may be considered inimical to the public health.

Though the Commission issued their Report in 1901, no action has yet been
taken by the Legislature in promoting a bill on the lines indicated in the above
recommendations.

Factory and Workshop Act.

There were on the Register at the end of the year 1,655 workshops.

2,266 wisits were made to these. 79 were found to be overcrowded, but the
nuisance was abated as soon as the owners received a notice from us. It was ot
found necessary to take Police Court proceedings in a single instance.

Additional means of ventilation were provided in 68 workshops. Many work-
shops were found to be without sufficient water-closet accommodation, and 123 addi-
tional ones were provided.

F 2
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REGISTERED WORKSHOPS.

Nature of Employment.

— e

Army contractors, helmet makers and
clothiers

Boot, shoe and sllpper makers

Boot machinists

Boot finishers ...

Boot sewers

Blind makers ...

Bag makers, repairers, trunk makers etc.

Bass dressers and brush makers

Button-holers ... 2

Bottle merchants

Bamboo makers

Basket makers ..

Billiard table makers . . R

Box makers (cardboard, etr:] -

Builders, wheelwrights, carpenters, joiners,
BLG. i : .

Cabinet makers

Cap and hat makers

Cleaners, dyers, etc.

Cork malnng and cork cuttmg

Cane work

Chair makers

Coftee Roasters...

Clothing manufacturers

Corset makers

Cigar and cigarette makers ...

Chandlers

Costume makers i

Coach builders, pamters and Slgﬂ writers .

Carpet makers ..

Dress makers ...

Druggists

Embroidery e T

Envelope addressers ...

Feather bed makers

Furriers

Frame makers {pmture, ete. ]

Gut scraping

Harness and saddlery ‘makers

Ironmongery makers ..
ewellery makers

}apauners

Ladies’ tailory ...

Laundries

CARRIED ForRWARD...

Total Males Females |
\Eé::;:l;!:;;; employed. |emplﬂ}rm'i| Tozar.
6 61 55 116
155 1063 131 1194
13 23 26 49
12 26 — 2h
I 2 1 3
2 10 —_ 10
4 2 7 9
6 38 9 47
8 IS 24 39
2 10 30 40
3 jo 21 | 91
4 17 S 17
I 12 — 12
6 18 24 42
17 Q2 — g2
95 784 27 811
49 418 333 751
2 I 5 6
5 25 28 53
3 29 20 49
1 2 — 2
I 2 —_— 2
2 154 557 711
6 4 52 56
7 62 222 284
I 9 22 31
12 83 33 116
2 6 — G
I — 5 5
64 74 296 370
2 35 43 78
2 12 4 16
I 5 -— 5
4 8 17 25
49 132 164 266
3 5 3 8
I 16 15 31
5 46 by 46
1 9] - 9
5 18 = 18
1 10 — Io
68 483 176 659
39 3 99 Ioz2
655 3894 | 2449 | 6343
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REGISTERED WORKSHOPS—(continued.)

Total . .
Nature of Employment. 3;:;2}?;;: en?;ﬂ;id. EEGPT;!:;' ToTaL.
|
Brought forward 655 3804 2449 6343
Lime juice, cordial, mineral water and
sauce manufacturers 6 A% 48 75
Leather merchants, etc. 2 31 9 40
L.emon and orange peel dryers 2 4 8 12
Lamp makers ... ) 1 —- 5 5
Mattress makers I 2 — 2
Millinery 13 4 53 57
Mantle makers 63 523 181 704
Map mounters 2 3 5 8
Nose bag makers 1 —_ 2 2
Old clothes renovated... 8 44 17 61
Packing case makers ... 4 42 — 42
Provision merchants ... i 4 16 16 26
il 5 e R A S R 3 8 52 6o
Photography 2 2 11 13
Paper bag manufacturers 5 18 22 40
Purse makers ... 4 12 8 20
Polishers, etc. S' rench) I 2 - 2
Paper cutting, fanc I 2 e 2
Rag merchants and sorters ... bei| 26 48 102 150
Rule makers : 2 11 — 11
Stationery, etc. : 1 14 — 14
Shoe trimmings I I 2 3
Scale and weighing machine nmnufacturers 2 " s (T 7
Shell merchants I 4 K 3
Shirt makers 4 6811|413 381
Sweet and cnnf&ctmnery manufacturers 3 ' 11 22
Silk makers, hemmers, ete. 3 2 3 54 57
Skin dressers ... ay e el 2 8 — 8
Sign writing and unnters A 4 13 - 13
Sealing wax makers J I 5 - 5
Silversmith | I I - 1
Sail making 1 6 | — 6
Tailoring s sl o b 6oSg | 4472 | 10561
Tin smith o 10 43 2 45
Tent, tarpaulin, sack and ropr—;- mai,ers 6 26 193 219
Trouser making : g 13 44 116 160
Underlinen, etc. makers 10 — 65 65
Umbrella makers 2 2 7 g
Upholsterers 6 31 — 31
Waterproof and rubber makers 8 45 142 187
Walking stick makers 8 L s 29
Wood chopper... I 5 o S
|
ToraLs ses] 16BE 11141 8365 | 19506
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LIST OF OUTWORKERS.

1503,

Nusper oF LisTs RECEIVED.

NUHEER OF ADDRESSES
oF QUTWORKERS.

Crass oF HoMEWORK. :
I Up to Feb. 1st. Up to Aug. 1st. Ftog‘;flzgfd f]'riuergecl::ﬂr
! Authorities. | Authorities.
|
i )
workers., workers,
Wearing Apparel— ! ,
, .
Tailoring - | 28 206 l 324 1181 317 l 2563
Boot and shoe manufac- | | i
turers 6 25 |
Dressmaking ... = | 3 3 ,
Drapery ... | . 1 2 |
India Rubber Goods l o I I
House furnishers ' . I I
Ladies' tailors ... i) | . ; 3 6
Leather merchants | | 2 6
Mantles ... | l 3 13
Outfitters : 4 9
Woollen merchants I | g Ve 11 ;
Lace 5 | I :
Cabinet making g | :
Fur pulling ¥ B | I
Other (not specified) ! e 125 301
TotaL 28 200 | 474 1559 317 2563
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Housing of the Working Classes.

During the year, 51 new houses, and 18 model dwellings comprising 133 tene-
ments were completed, and were afterwards occupied by 2,238 persons. There was,
therefore, more accommodation provided than there was an increase of the estimated
population.

The house famine in the Borough two years ags forced up the rents abnormally
high, This was one, if not the most important, factor in the causation of over-
crowding. For some reasons, there is at the present time plenty of house accom-
modation in the district. There are of course more empty houses in some parts
than in the others. One reason is the number of new houses that were built during
the year, which included a number of large hlocks of model buildings. A large
number of these dwellings have been constructed during recent years. This is, how-
ever, far from being responsible for so many of the empty houses. Among the
number of dwellings completed during the year was Mann's Buildings, which were
erected on the insanitary area cleared by the late Limehouse District Board of
Works, and known as Queen Catherine Court Area. The Local Government Board
held an enquiry on March 16th, 1893, and approved of the scheme in October of
that year. Immediately afterwards the necessary steps were taken for the clearance
of the site. It thus took more than twelve years from the time that the official
representation was made by the Medical Officer of Health in 1801 to the time the
new buildings were constructed and occupied. The clearing of an insanitary area
under the Housing of the Working Classes Act is bound to have a tendency to in-
crease overcrowding in neighbouring houses. It is true that all the persons dis-
placed are not obliged to live in the vicinity, and many probably leave the neigh-
bourhood.

In this district, where so many men are employed at the docks, wharves, ete.,
where they are engaged to unload ships frequently in the small hours of the
morning, they cannot possibly live far from the river side. If their houses be
demolished they are bound to be factors in the causation of overcrowding and high
rents in the districts adjoining. When new buildings are therefore erected on the
site that has been cleared, they will be occupied by a different class of people to the
persons displaced. In the first place, the rents that were formerly paid in the slums
were very much less than the rents that must be charged for the new rooms, in order
to prevent a loss on the undertaking. Ewven if the rents of the new dwellings re-
main the same, or are only slightly higher, I doubt whether many of the people
originally displaced would reside in them, as this class of people generally resent
the regulations which are naturally enforced for the well-being of such new
dwellings.
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Large models, when erected, generally replace small houses which have been
demolished. The rooms in the small houses in back streets are more often over-
crowded than the rooms in model dwellings. The displacement of density in rooms
is therefore replaced by density on space. It is undoubtedly a vast improvement,
but it must not be thought to be an unmixed blessing. As there are practically
no back-to-back houses in the strict sense of the word in this district, the houses
generally have a yard of some sort for the children to play in, during some part
of the day. In a few instances, where there are no yards at the rear of the pre-
mises, the Court is entered by a narrow neck, where no vehicles can enter, as in
Newton's Rents. The space in front of the houses is then used by the children as
a kind of private playground. OUn the higher floors of model dwellings, on the other
hand, the mothers cannot afford the time to take the young children downstairs, and
as it is frequently too dangerous for them to go by themselves, they are kept in-
doors, generally in the kitchen.

They are therefore not allowed to have the fresh air which is absolutely essential
for their well-being. This bad condition of affairs is accentuated where a family
occupies two or three rooms, and in order to prevent overcrowding of the bedroom,
a bed is placed in the kitchen. This condition is almost a daily occurrence.

The room where the younger children live by day, has been used during the
previous night, thus rendering it more imperative for the children to have oppor-
tunities to spend as much time as possible in the open air. As I stated above, this
cannot be done in a large majority of model dwellings, and thus detracts a little
from the advantages they otherwise undoubtedly possess over the small and ad-
mittedly insanitary houses, that have been displaced.

The procedure under the Act must to a certain extent be made public. This
gives an opportunity to certain shrewd house speculators to buy the property, raise
the rents, and by the time the Local Authority is ready to negotiate for its pur-
chase, the property is very much enhanced in value. This took place in the Back
Church Lane Area, but as the London County Council ultimately refused to proceed
with the scheme, the speculators must have made a bad investment, especially as they
were immediately called upon to carry out extensive sanitary repairs. If the scheme
had been Prncuudnd with, this speculation would have rendered the property more
expensive to purchase, and thus would have affected the rents of the houses that
would have ultimately been erected on the site.

Back CrurcH LANE AREA.

On October 23rd, 1901, after a consultation with, and at the suggestion of, the
Medical Officer of Health of the London County Council, I made an official repre-
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sentation to the County Council that a certain area in St. George's—known as the
Buck Church Lane Area—was insanitary and ought to be dealt with under Part I.
of the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, because : —

(1) The houses, courts or alleys within the said area were unfit for human
habitation.

(2) The narrowness, closeness and bad arrangement or the bad condition of
the streets and houses, or groups of houses, within such area, or the
want of light, air, ventilation, or proper conveniences, or any other
sanitary defects, or one or more of such causes, were dangerous or
injurious to the health of the inhabitants either of the buildings in the
said area or of the néighbouring buildings.

(3) The evils connected with such houses, courts or alleys, and the sanitary
defects in such area, could not be effectually remedied, otherwise than
by an improvement scheme for the re-arrangement and re-construction
of the streets and houses within such area, or of some of such streets
or houses,

The area comprised the following :—

Houses. Families. Persons.
Back Church Lane (part of) ... bedmpERS gk SEQET (.8 D
Batty Gardens MO RN, T AR
Berner Street e e e, SR, S Ry
Boyd Street ... S (vl -
Everard Street AR et | SRl Dl
Fairclough Street e . PSRN Ay 95
(tloucester Buildings ... e SRR o AN T hos R

194 ... 266 ... 1,369

— ——— —

In addition to the above, the area contained 7 more premises consisting of a
locked-up shed, stables, and workshops.

The area is bounded on the north by Batty Gardens, on the south by Ellen
Street, on the west by Back Church Lane, and on the east by Berner Street. The
scheme did not include any houses in Ellen Street.

The area comprised about two acres,
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Barry Garpens—These houses are approached from Back Church Lane by a
passage about 102 feet long, with an average width of 9 feet. On the south side of
this passage are Nos. 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, and 14 ; and on the north side is a brick wall
and timber hoarding about 15 feet high. It extends the whole length of the passage.
In front of No. 16 is an open space of 7 feet by 8 feet, bounded by a hoarding about
15 feet high.

Nos. 9 and 11 abut on a narrow footway leading to Berner Street. Between
Nos. 18 and 20 there is a narrow footway 29 feet long and 5 feet wide, which
separates them from a brick wall in front.

At the Berner's Street end the “ Gardens” are entered by a courtway 31 feet
wide and 6} feet high and 20 feet long, which then opens into a quadrangle where
Nos. 17, 21, 25, 27, 22, 24, and 26 are situated.

The whole of the houses were structurally defective and the walls decayed and
rotten. The brickwork was largely composed of “ place ” bricks and * bats "—pieces
of bricks. Owing to the porous nature of the bricks and the absence of damp-proof
courses, the walls were always damp.

The brickwork of many of the premises was cracked or bulging, especially that
of Nos. 2, 8, 10, 11, 16, 18, 20, and 24. Some showed evidence of attempts being
made to repair them at various times. There was no ventilation beneath the lower
floors, the boards being in most cases in contact with damp earth.

The stairs were narrow, steep and dangerous.

The doors, window sashes, floors of the rooms and all the internal fittings were
decayed and worn out.

The floors of the basement of nine houses were below the level of the ground
outside.

The windows were fixed and could not be opened in the basement rooms of four
houses.

The flushing apparatus of nine water-closets was defective.

Back CuurcH Lane—The scheme included premises on the east side of Back
Church Lane, and consisted of 17 dwelling houses, a range of stabling with yard,
and some vacant land.
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Nos. 70 and 72 were in good condition; the yard of No. 70 was very small, and
had an area of 18 feet only.

No. 76 was structurally defective, the walls being damp, and the yard had an
area of 28 feet only.

The brickwork of No. 78—with the exception of that of the water-closet—was
in a fair condition.

No. 80 had recently been rebuilt.
The brickwork of Nos. 82, 824, 82g, and 84 was in a fair condition.

Nos. 98, 100, 102, and 104 were in a fair condition, with the exception of the
basements, which were damp.

Nos. 108, 110, and 112 were thoroughly worn out, being decayed, rotten and
bulging.

The front part of No, 114 had been newly done up, but the basement as well
as the interior part of the house was worn out and rotten. The walls were very

damyp.

There was no ventilation underneath the basement floors of 13 of the houses,
and the water-closets of eight houses were defective in one way or another,

BerNer STREET.—The scheme consisted of the following houses on the west side
of the street, viz.: Nos. 28 to 40, 404, 42 to 46 inclusive. Many of the premises
were structurally defective The brickwork was rotten and the walls were damp.
There was no ventilation beneath any of the lower floors, and the joists in many
cases were resting on damp earth. There was an entire absence of damp-proof
courses, and the walls were composed of soft, under-burnt bricks, which, of course,
rendered the houses very damp. The owners had in most of the houses covered the
lower portion of the walls with boarding. This did not remedy the evil, but con-
cealed the true state of affairs. The basement rooms were the worst, being damp,
dark, insufficiently lighted and ventilated. The woodwork generally was worn out
and rotten. The water-closets of six of the houses were defective.

Boyp Streer.—Most of the houses in this street consisted of three very small
rooms with a small yard at the rear.

Nos. 33, 35 to 50, and 52 had basements, the ceilings of which were on a level
with the public footway, and in some cases were even below that level. The walls of
these basement rooms were damp, the side next to the street being quite unpro-
tected from dampness arising from contact with the soil. There were no damp-
proof courses. There was no ventilation underneath the lower floors. Some of the floors
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were below the level of the yard paving, These rooms did not possess sufficient light
and ventilation, being very dark and gloomy. The whole of the woodwork and
internal fittings were worn out and decayed. The stairs were narrow, steep, and
dangerous. The brickwork of the front walls was in many cases defective and
dilapidated.

The walls of Nos. 1, 3,5, 7, 9, 11, 25, 27, and 33 to 47 (odd numbers) had been
repointed ; Nos. 13 and 15 bulged.

Nos. 25 and 27 had been repointed. Nos. 29 and 31 had been repaired. The
walls of Nos. 2 to 20 (even numbers), 26 to 30, 36, 38, bulged. 1he walls of Nos.
22, 24, 32, and 34 had been repointed.

The brickwork of these houses was largely composed of soft, under-burnt bricks.

The water-closets were defective in 13 houses, and in two of them the doors were
so small that they could not be shut properly. Two water-closets had been recently
demolished and had not been reconstructed.

Everarp STREer.—A large number of the houses have three rooms with a small
back yard belonging to each house.

Nos. 32, 37, 30, 41, 43, 45, 47, 49, and 51 have basement rooms, the ceilings of
which are on a level with, and in some cases below the level of the public footway.
The walls of these basement rooms are damp, the ones nearest to the street being un-
protected from the dampness which arises through being in direct contact with the
s0il. There were no damp-proof courses. There was no ventilation beneath the
ground floors, and some of the ground floors were below the level of the yard paving.
These basement rooms were dark and gloomy. They had not sufficient light and
ventilation.

The woodwork and internal fittings generally of the whole of the houses were
decayed and worn out. The stairs were narrow, steep and dangerous.

The brickwork as well as the woodwork of many of the closets were rotten and
dilapidated.

The brickwork of the backfronts and of the ground floor back rooms was dilapi-
dated and bulging.

The front walls of Nos. 1 to 21 (odd numbers), 27 to 31, 2 to 8, 22, 44 to 50,
bulged.
Nos. 23, 25, 10 to 20 had been recently repaired.
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No. 40 was defective and dangerons.
The brickwork was largely composed of soft bricks.

The brickwork, roof, or flushing apparatus were defective in 25 of the water
closets.

The rents varied from 6s. 6d. to 10s. a week. The rents of most of the houses
had been raised sixpence a week during the year previous to the date on which I
made the official representation. The rents of six houses were raised 2s. a week
during the previous two years, and of one 1s. 6d. a week.

Farrcrovea StReer.—With the exception of No. 1—which had no yard—all the
houses had basement rooms, the ceilings of which were on a level with the public
footway, and the floors were on a level with the yard paving. The front walls were
unprotected from the dampness of the soil, and were consequently always in a damp
condition, In some instances boards had been placed to conceal it.

The basement rooms had not sufficient light and ventilation.
There was no ventilation beneath the ground floor.

The yards at the rear of these houses, with one exception, had an area of 100
feet.

The brickwork of Nos, 1, 3,5, 7,9, 11, 23, 25, and 27, was decayed and bulging.

The brickwork of Nos. 15 to 21 had been recently repaired and was in fair
condition. The woodwork, however, of these houses, as well as the floors, stairs,
doors, window-sashes were dilapidated. The stairs leading to the basements were
steep, narrow, and dangerous.

The brickwork and flushing apparatus were defective in 3 of the water-closets.

The rents varied from 6s. to 10s. a week, and in three instances had been raised
1s. a week during the previous year.

GrovcesTER BuiLpines.—Each building contains four small rooms and a yard.
The buildings are approached from the east side of Back Church Lane by an entrance
which i closed by a pair of iron gates to all but those on foot. The other end is a
cul-de-sac. The court in front of the houses is 214 feet long by 17 feet wide, and is
paved with asphalte. The ground floors of the basement rooms are unventilated,
many of them being below the level of the footway. The lower part of the walls is
damp owing to inferior bricks having been used and the absence of damp-proof
courses. With the exception of No. 7 the brickwork of the front walls was in a fair
condition. The brickwork of many of the back walls as well as that of the water-
closets was decayed and bulging.
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The light in the back rooms of Nos. 3 to 19 was obstructed by a brick building,
the average height of which was 25 feet. This building combined with the smallness
of the yards at the rear of each house (which varied from 20 to 90 feet) prevented
the free access of air and sunlight.

The woodwork was generally worn out. The stairs were narrow, steep, and
dangerous. Some of the houses were overcrowded. The rooms were so small that
with three exceptions, each room could accommodate two persons only, without being
considered to be overcrowded (allowing 400 cubic feet to each adult for living and
sleeping purposes). Some of the rooms contained less than 400 cubic feet. Such a
state of affairs could only be remedied of course by entire reconstruction of the
premises,

The brickwork or flushing apparatus were defective in 12 of the water-closets,
The rents varied from Ts. to 9s. a week.

In 27 of the houses the rents were raised sixpence a week, a few weeks previous
to the date of my official representation. In three houses the rents had been raised
ls. a week two years previously.

During the year 1901 there were 22 deaths in this area, which was at the annual
rate of 16 per 1,000,

The death-rate for the whole of St. George's was 23 per 1,000, and for the whole
of Stepney the death-rate was 20-8 per 1,000.

For several years the death-rate of St. George's has been over-estimated, inas-
much as the population was under-estimated by 3,000 as compared with the actual
census population.

Of these deaths, 12 were those of children under one year of age, so that 545
per cenl. of all the deaths in this area were those of infants under a twelve-month
old. The number of deaths of infants under one vear of age compared to the total
number of deaths in the whole of 8t. George's was only 25:9 per cent.

During the year 1902, there were 28 deaths in the area, or a death-rate of 168 per
1,000.

Seven of these deaths were those of children under one year of age, and another
nine were those of children between one and five years of age.

In the years 1901 and 1902, 31 out of the 45 deaths were those of children under
five years of age. Of these 45 deaths, 13 were due to inflammatory affections of the
lungs, 7 to Diarrhoeea, 2 to Erysipelas, and 5 to Phthisis. The death-rate from in-
flammatory affections of the lungs was 48 per 1,000, and 1-8 per 1,000 from Phthisis.
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1 admit the death-rate was low, and was not of much assistance in recom-
mending the scheme. This is true of a large number of insanitary areas that have
of recent vears been cleared in London and elsewhere. 1In this instance, per-
haps, it was due to some extent to the large number of people at the healthiest
period of their existence.

44 were children under 1 year of age.
173 were children between 1 and 5 years of age.

360 were between 5 and 15 years of age.
235 were between 15 and 25 years of age.

530 were between 25 and 65 years of age.

27 were over 65 years of age.

1,360

The number of infectious diseases notified was 8 in 1901 and 10 in 1902, These
numbers again were less relatively than that for the whole of the Borough.

The representation was considered by the Housing of the Working Classes
Committee of the London County Council on February 25th, 1903. The Com-
mittee's report, after viewing the area, was that with regard to that portion of the
area north of Fairclough Street, “ we may describe the houses in Batty's Gardens as
being mostly small houses. Many of them are only two storeys in height, and some
are damp and in bad repair. Some of the houses in Berner Street are old and
decayed, but those in Fairclough Street are in better condition. This part of the
area changed hands in 1901 and again just recently at a greatly enhanced price.
There appears also every prospect that this part of the area will shortly be rebuilt
for commercial purposes. Having regard to these facts, we are of opinion that as
regards this portion of the area there is no adequate reason why any scheme for its
improvement under Part I. of the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, should
be undertaken by the Council. The south part of the area consists of six rows of
small houses, nearly all of which are two storeys in height and almost entirely occu-
pied by foreigners. They are practically worn out, and have cramped yard space
in rear. They cannot, however, be said to be in a generally insanitary condition.
The three streets on this portion of the area are narrow, but having regard to the
lowness of the houses abutting upon them, we are unable to say that they require
re-arrangement for this reason. Indeed, their whole appearance is such that we
could not justify their inclusion in a scheme under Part L. of the Act.”

The Couneil recommended that no improvement scheme be made in pursuance
of the official representation, and this was confirmed at the Council meeting of March

10th, 1903.
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In forwarding a copy of the resolution, the Clerk to the London County
Council stated, “ a further reason which influenced the Couneil in its decision was
the fact that the Council was advised that the southern portion of the area referred
tc in the report will in all probability be converted into use for commercial purposes
at no distant date.”

At present there are no signs that such hopes will be realized.

As soon as I received information that the scheme had been definitely
abandoned by the London County Counecil, I caused notices to be served on the
owners of the various houses to have the sanitary defects remedied. The eaves,
gutters, and rainwater pipes were either repaired or replaced by new ones. The
roofs were made weatherproof. The brickwork of a large number of the houses was
cleaned and pointed. The walls and ceilings of the rooms were cleansed. The water-
closets were repaired, and where the water supply had been cut off it was restored.
The remedies related, however, to the decorative rather than the structural part of
the buildings.

This review of the year's sanitary work in the District, shows that the progress
in sanitary matters has been fully maintained during 1903.

I beg to express my indebtedness to the Sanitary Inspectors and Clerical Staff
for the manner in which they have assisted me in earrying out the duties of my office.

I have the honour to be,
Mr. Mavor AND GENTLEMEN,

Your obedient Servant,

D. L. THOMAS,

Medical Of ficer of Health and Public Analyst.

Punric Heavra OFrices,
43, Wraire Horse StreET,

CoMMERCTAL Roan, E.

May, 1904,
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LIST OF STREETS in the Borough of Stepney, their sitnation and the
number of Infectious Diseases that oceurred in them during the year.
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Catherine Terrace Whitechapel ... sl
Causeway Court ... Rateliff
Cayley Street Limehouse e ey R 18
Cecil Street Mile End | [0 RN ke g |
Cephas Street ... Mile End T s - enec Ly
Caroline Place, Globe |
Road Mile End ... = S
Cannon Street Road St. George's ... I K L el e
Challis Court ... St. George’s ... o N R
Chamber Court ... Whitechapel ... el TR (B [ i S s
Chamber Street ... Whitechapel ... S W
Chancery Place ... Shadwell = 1"
Chandler Street ... St. Georges ... e ! i sy RS gl |
Chapel Place Norton Folgate ‘ R M e 5
Chapel Place Mile End ! 50 s
Chapel Street ... Spitalfields g (el e
Chapman Place ... St. Geor N3] [F 4 ;&) e
Charles Place ... .. Shadwel s | am || e fe s
Charlotte Court, Hunt ! i
Street ... Mile End New Town Bl e | e 2
Charles Street ... Mile End ‘ - (U | 1 1| 5
Chaseley Street ... .. Rateliff % i ! HERET 1558 | i
Chicksand Street . Mile End New Town SH N I IS o
Chicksand Place Mile End New Town | ... | oo | oon | oo o
Chigwell Hill St. George's. ... o -
Chiver's Court ... Limehouse ... | R U |ty oy
Christian Street ... St. George's ... ol 1o g | | i 7] 5| 12
Choppin's Court ... St. George's ... 1o S (R vt | A :
Christopher Court Whitechapel ... l ‘ o i

Church Court

Wapping
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W | | B fE8 7 |
Streets. Districts. Z | 3|88 |2 |28| % |8

- 2| £ |89 &|F

i L% lz-. =] = =
Church Lane o Whitechapel 41 Tt ey I
Church Passage ... Spitalfields oy (B
Church Row 2 Limehouse ... 2 1 8
Church Street Holy Trinity . . 2|
Church Street Wapping il W (B
Chusan Place Limehouse sarth [ ssimlloglh,
Claremont Place Mile End e e
Clark Street Mile End 4. 3 2|1 9
Clayden’s Buildings Limehouse ... e | e
Clegg Street St. George's ...
Clemence Street Limehouse 7 i) [ ]
Cleveland Grove Mile End - 1
Cholsey Bull-::hugs, Booth

Bireet . Spitalfields ... = | e JAfye
Church Street ... Mile End New Tuwn BPRLE (et [ 51 (S
Clinton House, Pe ham .

Street ... Mile End New Town ik [
Cleveland Street Mile End i SRR i 1 5]
Clinton Road Mile End a1 2] 1 g
Clive Street Mile End T B (L
Chifford House ;

(Wellelose Square) ... 8t George’s ... R e T s |
Cobbs Street ... ... Whitechapel .. ol
Coborn Road Mile End ol =l et !
Coburg Court Spitalfields £ s e
Cohen's Court Mile End B I (TR N
Coke Street Mile End ... e L
Colchester Street Whitechapel ... [ MR 2
Coleman Street ... Shadwell 4 e | B 2
College Buildings, |

Wentworth Street Whitechapel ... g | 5 4
College Street ... ... Mile End %
Collhurst villas, Devon- 1

shire Street ... Mile End | b
Collingwood Street Ratcliff i B rselh SRS W
Colmar Street Mile End { |
Cologne Street .. Mile End ... 1 I (R S |
Commercial Road Whitechapel, St.

George’s, Mile End, .

Limehouse 14| 2| 4| 1 2|28
Commercial Street Whitechapel and |

Epit&lﬁﬂﬁs 5 : ol Blet R I
Commodore Street Mile End el s 8 R B 1
Conder Street ... Limehouse i (! 55 kil b
Cfﬂlmnhagen Place Limehouse - B Y AR § ¥ B ih
Copley Street ... Mile End s % R f
Copos Buildings ... Limeliouse i Lanliaaly alatt




Returns of Infeetious Diseases—continued.

Denmark Street ...

St. George's .

S

o e .

Bl a8 gl
[ - = i.c| [ fe -
Streets. Descriptions. ; E T:; E‘ ‘E" %u _ % ﬁ
B | = P | il
Copperfield Road Mile End ... 1| 1
Corbett's Court ... Whitechapel .. 2
Cordelia Street ... Mile End 4
Cornwall Place ... Mile End wee
Cornwall Road Mile End
Cornwall Square Mile End ...
Cornwall Street ... ... Bt Georges ... =)
Cosh’s Buildings, Dun-
stan’s Place, Brook
Street . ... Rateliff
Cosh’s Buildings, School
House Lane ... .. Rateliff
Cottage Court Mile End
Cottage Court Mile End
Cottage Grove Mile End ...
Cotton Street Whitechapel ... 2
Court Street Whitechapel ...
Cowley Street St. George's ... 1
Cox Square Spitalfields 1
Cranford Cottages Kateliff see | e
Cressy Houses Mile End 2o g
Cressy Place Mile End S
Crispin Street Spitalfields 1 1. 2
Coutts Road Mile End ... 6| . 15
Cross Street Whitechapel ... 1| 1
Cross Street St. George's ... e
Cross Street Rateliff wed | '3
Crown Cﬂurtl SP“-E]E’E]-[‘.E s aww
D
Dalgleish Place ... Limehouse e[l
Dalgleish Street ... Limehouse . | %
Dakin Street Limehouse ! s
Davis Avenue, Hunt | 5.
Street : .... Mile End New Town :
Davis Mansions, New .
Goulston Street Whitechapel ... ey [l |l o [0
Davis Terrace, Hunt i |
Street Mile End Wew Town Bl Mol je ) i
Deal Street Whitechapel ... ol R e
Dean Street 8t. George's ... VTN
Dellow Street ... ... Shadwell - ! '
Dellow Street Buildings  Shadwell R YO [ |
Dempsey Street ... Mile End |l i e
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Sireets. Districts.
Devonport Street Rateliff
Devonshire Place Limehouse
Devonshire Street Mile End
Diggon Street Mile End
Dixon Street Limehouse ...
Dock Street Whitechapel and
Wapping
Dod Street Limehouse
Dora Street Limehouse
Dongola Street ... Mile End
Dorset Street Rateliff
Dorset Street Spitalfields
Doveton Street . Mile End
Drew'’s Bmldmgs, J umper
Street Shadwell
Drew’s Bu:ldmgs ngh
Street Shadwell
Drew's Bmldmgﬂ, Elbow
Lane ... Shadwell
Drewton Street . Rateliff
Driver's Bulldmgs Mile End ..
Drum Yard Whitechapel ..
Duckett Street ... Mile End
Dudley Terrace ... Mile End
Duke Shore Alley Limehouse ... }
Duke Street Oid ﬁrlu]]ery Ground
Duncan Street Whitechapel ..
Dundee Street Wapping i .
Dunk Street y Mile End Hew Tuwn
Dunstan’s House Mile End
Dupont Strect Limehouse .
Durer Place St. George's .
Dunstan’s Place ... Rateliff
Durham Row ... Rateliff
Durward Street ... Whitechapel ...

Davis Mansions, Morgan

Street
E

Fiast Arbour Street
Eagle Place
Eagle Place

Eele Street, ng.'.Edwa,rd

Street i
Easington Bu:ldmg&
Eastbury Terrace

St. George’s ...

h[IIe Eud e
Mile End New Tawn
Mile End

Mile End New Town
Whitechapel ...
Mile End

Small Pox.

{ T

I Scarlet Fever

.
l—rl—-‘l:

—

= b e

Typhoid Feve

Diphiheria

—

25 % | 2
a2e| & |5
EC| & |+
E I;I
IalL R
|
| |
1| 10
1
3
4
B ey
By
1
21
2
|
[ e | s
ko 8
1
PR
1| 5
i
4 1
o
sl
| ¥ |8
Jrsin | 1
[t
forl
4
| 1
| RO e ) i
L T It
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Returns of Infections Diseases—confinued.

Streets.

Eastfield Street ...

Wit Trfhin Thodk: Boid -+

Eastman’s Court
East Mount SBtreet
East Pier

East Smli'hﬁeld
Eaton Place
Ebenezer Place ...
Edinburgh Road
Edward’s Road ...
Edward Strest
Elbow Lane

Elder Court
Elder Street
Elizabeth Cottages
Elizabeth Place ...
Elizabeth Place ...
Ellen Court
Ellen Place

Ellen Street

Elm Row...

Elsa Street
Eltham Plaee

Ely Place

Ely Terrace

Emanuel's A]mal;uuaes

Emery Place, Butler
Street .
Emmot Street
Endive Street
Entick Street
Eric Street
Ernest Street
Essex Street
Essian Street ...
Everard Street ...
Ewing Street ...
Exmouth Street ...

Elbow Lane Buildings ...

F

Fair Street o
Fmr-::in::—u,gh Street
Faith Street-
Farmer's Row
Farrance Street ...
Fashion Court

Districts.

Limehouse
Limehouse
Spitalfields ...
‘a‘?hitanhapal .
Wapping ..
Wapping

Mile End
Limehouse
Mile End

Mile End

Mile End
Shadwell ...
Norton Folgate
Norton Folgate
St. George's ...
Limehouse ...
Whitechapel ...
St. George's ...
St. George's ...
St. George's ...
Shadwell
Limehouse
Mile End .
Whitechapel ..
Mile End
Wapping

Spitalfields
Mile End
Limehouse
Mile End

Mile End

Mile End

Mile End

Mile End ...
St. George's ..
Mile End ...
Mile End
Shadwell

Mile End ...
8t. George's ...
Mile End
Limehouse
Limehouse
Spitalfields

Scarlet Fever.

S S ey T T

R = T S

&n

Typhoid Fever

| Diphtheria.

| Membranous

Croup.
E

rysipelas.

ToTaL.

= o B = O e
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| } = 5 | L |
o g - W
= ] = [=] o .
| SEREAR N IR
u . Loy = = = S—
Streels. Idistricts. 3 | = :E | 'E. _E 5 B E
| G| 3|85 |2 |4
) : :
Fashion Street, Spitalfields ... lel ) ‘ 1 1] 4
Fenton Street ... St. George's ... . | . Soli ol vin|leg
Ficklin Buildings St. George's ... I i W et BN Sl
Fieldgate Street ... Whitechapel ... o] -} 3 | & | up
Finch Street Whitechapel and '
Mile End New Town | ... | 2 | X% 8
Five Bell Alley ... ... Limehouse ... L CEE s M
Fleur-de-Lis Buildings ... Norton Folgate Arblastl 8 8 | 6
Fleur-de-Lis Street Norton Folgate ; | B
Floreston Street, .. ... Mile End e oy ‘ LA al Tl ]
Flower and Dean Street  Spitalfields FL.3 - iR TP
Ferrier's Court Mile End ... LR L S |
Freeman’s Cottages Mile End ... THSETE . SR
Ford Square Mile End ... O B B Ly
Fordham Street ... Mile End ... el B L, [ 1 iy [
Forrester Street ... Mile End ... LT R ik Shiihee
Fort Streetl Old Artillery Glmmd e 15 B e 1| 2
Fournier Street ... Spitalfields 5 | e 113
Frederick Place ... Mile End 1 | o HE- |
Freeman Street ... Spitalfields .. i | s 1 R |
French Court St. George's ... i ;s S
Friar's Hill St. George's .. il = FNe ;
Frimley Street ... Mile End ... o Tk ‘ s
Frostic Mansions Whitechapel ... . a1 MR
Frostic Place ... Whitechapel ... 1 1
Frying Pan Alley Spitalfields ZE e
Fulcher's Buildings Mile End i A 2
|
G |
. | |
Garden Street, Smith ' e
Place ... Mile End P e |
Gainshorough Road Mile End
Galt Street Limehouse
Garden Cottages Limehouse ...
Garden Place Mile End New Town 1 1
Gardom Street Mile End 2 2 il 4
Garden Street Mile End . 1 1
Garth Strect Shadwell
Gates Head Place Mile End ... 1 2 = o B )
George Court Whitechapel ... | (I RN LR
George Place Rateliff | P
George Place Mile End e Rl el |1
George Street ... Rateliff 1 |
George Street, Tower Hill Aldgate ... o Bt T
George Yard ... Whitechapel ... o s S [ | eyl e
Georgina Place ... Mile Wi ... sl ol sl ke
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e EEHE R R
. SAERE-AE R A
Streets. Districts. = - vl e S B el
= = a | BEU| p | K
5 o [« % = a E
RARCHL
Giles Place Rateliff Tl e A O B |
Gill Street Limehouse Ay ) s 2 6| 7
Gill Place Limehouse 1 e
Glamis Road Shadwell a8 2 1111
Grace’s Alley Whitechapel ... -1 L S -
tlasshouse Buildings Whitechapel ... N B
Glasshouse Fields Ratehff
Glasshouse Street Whitechapel ... = (B il (B
Globe Alley Limehouse T s vl g
Globe Buildings ... Mile End .. e s
Globe Place St. George'’s ... S [ e | g e
Globe Road Mile End . 2| 1 2 2| 9
Globe Street St. George's ...
Gloucester Court Limehouse .. L]
Gloucester Buildings St. George's ... 1ok | W
Gloucester Court ... Mile End
Godfrey House, Thrawl
Street e ... Spitalfields s 1 1] 2
Gold Street Mile End ... 6 2| 8
Goodhart Place ... St. George's ...
Goodman's Stile ... Whitechapel ..
Goodman's Yard Whitechapel ... s
Gould’'s Hill Shadwell - :
Goulston Street ... Whitechapel ... e !
Govey's Place Mile End ... ]
Gower's Walk Whitechapel ... et 1 1
Grafton Street Mile End | B it 8
Gray Street Mile End .. 1L - 1 1
Green Bank Wapping and |
St. George's i+ L s " s R R |
Green Dragon Yard Whitechapel .. il . {5o |
Green Street ... Rateliff 3 B 1 1
Greenfield Street Mile End ... ) R 2
Green's Place Whitechapel and Mile |
End New Town il
Greenwood Street Mile End . el
Grebe Court ... Mile End i e B (e
Grenade Street ... Limehouse o (e (8 el B Il 38
Grey Eagle Street Spitalfields ... : o, IR S R 0 (LTS £ e
Green Dragon Piace Whiteckapel ...
Grigg's Court Whitechapel ... I S
Grocer's Court ... Wapping
Grove Cottages ... Mile End .
Grove Court s Ratelift
Grove Place St. George's 10 g |
Grove Road Mile End 2 e |
Grove Buildings Mile End




Returns of Infections Diseases—confinued.

108

Streets.

Green Street
Great Tower Hill
Grosvenor Street
Grove Street ...
Great Alie Street

Great Eastern Buildivgs,

Quaker Street
Great Garden Street

Great Hermitage Street

Great Pearl Street
Great Prescot Street
Gun Square

Gun Street

Groat Eastern Buildings,

Fieldgate Street

H

Half Moon Passage
Half Wilk Court
Hall Street

Halley Street ...
Hampshire Court
Hanbury Street ...

Hannibal Mews ..
Hannibal Road ...
Hanover Court ...
Harding Street ...
Harding Place ...
Hare Street
Harford Street ...
Harlow Place
Harriet Place
Harrison’s Court
Harris Terrace
Harold Alley ...
Havering Street ...
Hawkins Street ...
Haydon Street ...
Hanbury Fields
Haydon Square ...
Harod's Place
Harod’s Alley
Heath Street

L]

Districts

Whitechapel ...
Aldgate

Mile End ...
St. George's ...
Whitechapel ...

Spitalfields ...
Whitechapel ...
St. George's ..
Spitalfields
Whitechapel ..
Limehouse

Small Pox.

0ld Amner}f'émund'

Whitechapel ...

“"hibet:ha..ljul
Spitalfields
Mile End
Limehouse
Mile End

Spitalfields and Mile

End New Town
Mile End
Mile End ...
Whitechapel ...
Rateiiff
Mile End
Mile End
Mile End
Mile End
Spitalfields
Spitalfields ...
St. George's .
Wapping
Ratehff
Mile End .
Holy Trinity ...
Spitalfields ...
Holy Trinity ...
Whitechapel ...
Whitechapel
Mile End

|

—

! Scarler Fever.

|

2l 4|8 |4
| 5 |88 2 |4
s
3|2 (58| & &
2| E|§9| B |F
= £ | =
& L e
! 1172
2 /]!t
2 oy AT
1L W
. 1 s T
) e 1 2
| B8 -i
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1] Fileak ety
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Streets.

Hayfield Passage

Hayfield Place

Hayfield Court

Helena House, Lﬂleswm'th
Street

Helena Terrace, C]tlc?ﬁ'tnd
Street

Hellings Street ...

Heneage Street ...

Hewitt's Court .

High Street

High Street

High Street

Hilliard's Court .

Hilton Street ...

Hobson's Col.tages Pelham
Street R

Hobson's Place ...

Holford Street ...

Holkar Place .

Holloway Street

Hooper Street

Hope Court

Hope Place

Hope Street

Horseferry Branch Road

Horsley Buildings

Howard's Buildings

Huddart Street ...

Hungerford Street

Hunt Court

. Hunt's Mews

Hunt Street

Hogarth Houses, Batty St

Hegarth Hnuqe, Christian
Btreet..

I

Irene House, Flower and
Dean Street ...

Irish Court

Island Row

Diistricts.

SmalliPox.

Scarlet Fever

Typhoid Feve

Diphtheria.

Membranous

Croup.

Erysipelas.

ToTtarL.

Mile End
Mile End
Mile End

Spitalfields ...

Spitalfields and
Whitechapel

St. George’s ...

Whitechapel and Mile
End New Town

Mile End

Shadwell :

Wap F

Ratoliff and Mile Dnﬂ

St George's ... %

Rateliff

Mile End New Town
Mile End New Town
Mile End &
Limehouse

Mile End
Whitechapel ...
Limehouse
Limehouse ...
Whitechapel ...
Rateliff

Mile End ... <4
Mile End New Tﬂwrl
Mile End .
St. George's ... ;3
Mile End New ann
Shadwell ..
Mile End New Tﬂwn
St. George's ...

8t. George's ...

Spitalfields ...
Whitechapel ...
Limehouse

o

[ o - 5

[T G (e

.
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Returns of Infections Diseases—continued.

e E g | ] 'E | ¥ |
21l & |8 |5al % |4
Streets. Districts | = £ :'-‘ja | E ,'5'3_ = G
3132|3008
. h | & = |
B |
; |
Jamaica Passage Limehouse g PR RS
Jamaica Street ... Mile End G B ] I ey N O
James' Place Rateliff 1 2
James' Street Mile End ... B e
James' Street 8t. George's ... 1 e ok
Jane Court St. George's ...
Jane Street St. George's ... 1 1 1| .8
Jewell Street i Mile Jond 1 T
John's Court, Casson Whitechapel and M ile i
Street End New Town “ee
John’s Court St. George’s ...
John's Gardens .. Limehouse ... 0 | R
John's Hill 8t. George's ... o By | L ] e
John’s Place ... .  Mile End | S S S B 2
John's Place, Old Mon- i
tague Street . .. Whitechapel ... Pl L ey e
John Street ... St. George's . !
Johnson's Buildings Wapping ... : | ees
Johnson's Court .. Whitechapel ... ]l s
Johnson Street ... St. George's ... - 1 | 8| 4
Joseph Street Mile End oo | - A
Josephine House, Thrawl ! |
Street ... Spitalfields e o] 1 2 8
Jubilee Street Mile End ot R 12 - | 14
Juniper Street Shadwell S 1 oo 1
Junlper Court St. George's ... o (il R F7 i e
Jupp’s Road ... Mile End 1 1 4| @
Juhllea Jim[dmgs Wapping . I8 R
Joseph Street St. George's ... 1 | = Gy | 2K
Katharine Buildings, W i
Cartwright Street Aldgate S T 2| 8
Key Street .. Mile End ... g [RERRS S e ) 1
Kent and Essex Yard Whitechapel ... TR T e o
Kinder Street ... 8t. George’s ... S [ e o L -
King David Lane Shadwell [ |
King Street ... Aldgate IR e sl ik
King John Street Mile End il Al
King Street ... T P R b | S il T
King Edward Street Mile End New Town . ae | B i
Kings Arms Court Whitechapel .. T R R B s
Kirk's Place Limehouse i (AR B ] (SR N
Knott Street Mile End ) N R W S [ T
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A N 1
Streeis. Districts. = - 'E i ,EE %
g% |4 &89 &
7] o | oEy | jid]
W= | - ;
|
L | ’
Lady Mica's Almshouses  Rateliff £l i
Lamb Court Spitalfields .
Lambeth Street ... Whitechapel ... 2 2
Lamb Street e Spitalfields ... 1 i -
Lancaster Place ... Whitechapel ... 5
Lance Street .. Limehouse it [E ks 1
Langdale Street ... St. George's ... s 2
Langdale Place . 8t. George's ... Y g [T e
Landsdown Cottages Whitechapel ... S e g - i
Latimer Street ... Mile End i 1 e
Lavender Place ... 8t. Geor 2 ‘ rcrel (i
Lawton Road Mile En o [ e 1
Leading Street ... Shadwell i g |
Leatherdale Street Mile End ] Dopan
Lee Street Limehouse ... 1 L
Leman Street ... Whitechapel ... 3
Leopold Street ... Mile End o LA
Leslie Street ... Mile End Bl A e -
Lewin's Buildings Mile End ol I ]
Limehouse Causeway Limehouse I . 1
Lincoln Street Mile End e o [
Lindley Street ... Mile End N 1
Litchfield Road ... Mile End e v [JRERE ] e
Little Alie Street Whitechapel ... 1
Little Ann Street 5t. George's -...
Little Bridge Street Mile End ...
Little Halifax Street ... Whitechapel ...
Little Hermitage Street  St. George's ...
Little Holloway Street ... Mile End 1
Little John Street Rateliff
Little John Street ‘Whitechapel ...
Little Pear]l Street Spitalfields .. 1
Little Prescot Street hitechapel ... o
Little Thames Street Aldgate AL
Little Tongue Yard Whitechapel ...
Little Tower Hill Aldgate
Little Turner Street St. George's .. 1 1 1
Loate's Buildings Aldgate -
Lockhart Street . Mile End 2
Lockside ... Limehouse ) 8 S vl B
Locksley Street, . .. Limehouse 0 I AR L L
Lolesworth Street Build- '
ings, Thrawl Street ... Spitalfields o T
Lolesworth Street Spitalfields | )
Lomas Buildings Mile End ol

ToTaL

= bD B

*
[ T ey

e EB Em e pD

: OB

[
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i 25|48 [g e 4
A% At Eleed w1 g
Streets. Districts. = 3 i =H ,E = B
SRRl B &7
@ | & | = iz RS
| f
Lombard Street ... Mile End New Town 31 1| 2 e |+ B
London Street ... Rateliff v 8| 1 e o
Longfellow Road Mile End vas. | 3 3
Longnor Road ... Mile End L 1.2
Lotus Court 4 Spitalfields 1
Louisa Street ... Mile End il
Louisa Gardens ... Mile End 1 1 1| 8
Louvaine Street ... Mile End szun |
Love Lane Shadwell 1 | 1
Love Court . Shadwell |
Love Lane Square oo Shadwell = s
Little Montague Street ... Spitalfields "... e e e (
Lowder Street St. George's ... F| &0 o |
Lowell Street ... ... Limehouse ... 4 1 b
Lower Chapman Street ... St. George's ... 2 R
Lower East Smithfield ... Aldgate T e By 17
Lower Fenton Street St. George's ... =]
Lower Shadwell ... Shadwell I 1S SR
Lowood Buildings Shadwell ... il S B
Lucas Street St. George's ... 5 I8 g
Ludens Place St. George's ... o '
Lufton Place Limehouse ... < Lias | | ety
Luntley Place Whitechapel ... el |t §ooes || somaleand Pt
Lyal Road Mile End e | Lol s
Lydia Street ... ... Mile End Il 1 B 2
Lytton House, Pelham '
Street, ] ... Mile End New Town | IR e :
Lydbrook Street Limehouse % TS IETTRN P R BT
M .
Magdalen Passage Whitechapel ... gueh 1 s U 10
Maidman Street Mile End ... 0 RO 1
Malay Street St. George’s ... | e 10
Manning Street ... Limehouse ... Eed | e 3
Manor Court Rateliff o
Mansell Street Whitechapel ... | iiae ‘
Maplin Stireet ... Mile End ... - 3 3
Mansell Passage .. Whitechapel .. S ‘ :
Maria Terrace ... Mile End ... o e (B0
Maritime Street ... Mile End O
Market Street Rateliff g | b d 1| &
Market Hill Shadwell | A o |
Market Buildings Shadwell ... cen | -
Marmaduke Place St. George's ... | (e e T8
Limehouse ... 21 2] 2 G

Maroon Street
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o E . E ] g | o 'r
El&|& |5 |5 3 |4
Streets. Districts. = | 8 = E Sel g |5
el |&|2|E°|E|F
wn {E f—T ) = f=}
| |
Martha Street .. Bt George’s ... .. |..| 2 o 1| 38
Mary Ann Street 8t. George's ... el UET R R 1 1
Mary Street St. Gmrge's o Eee L R (TR
Mary Place St. George's il e (O [
Mary Street Mile End ... el 9 2
Mason's Court ... Mile End New Town { il
Master's Street ... Mile End TR -
Matlock Street Limehouse . 1 1 2
Matilda Place St. George's ... . s
Matilda Street St. George's ... e
May's Co Limehouse : 1 1
May’s Buildings ... Mile End .. FRUR et B
Mayfield Buildings St. George's ... ol TR [
Medland Street ... Rateliff ; R | p Y
Medway Road ... Mile End ... o ‘ 1 E B
Meeting House Alley St. George's . o Xy ]
Meeting House Buildings St. George's ... 5] |
Mercer Street ... .. Bhadwell o 9 2
Meredith Buildings ... St. George's ... PO T SRR [ T
Metropolitan Buildings ... Mile End New Tuwn A | 1)
Middle Shadwell Shadwell MO L R | 1
Middlesex Street Whitechapel ... S L B
Mile End Buldings Mile End 1 1
Mile End Place ... Mile End 1 1
Mile End Road ... Mile End 18 8 2|11
Milk Yard Shadwell B :
Miller's Court ... Spitalfields
Miller's Cottages Mile End
Mill Place Limehouse ...
Mill Yard . Whitechapel ... .
Minories (part uf} Holy Trinity ... W ;
Mitre, The o Limehouse .. e
Munmnuth Streat- Shadwell i g B
Montague House, Old
Montague Street Whitechapel ... Ak
Montague Place .. Whitechapel ... 1 1
Mo le Street Mile End ... o I | e 4
Montefiore House 8t. George's ... B | e
Monza Street Shadwell Lo
Moody Street Mile End Tl %
Morgan Street Mile End y S
Morgan Street ... St. George's ... 8 1 el
Morrison's Buildings, Soutl: Whitechapel ... - [
Morris Street ... St. George's .
Moss Bm]dlng&, St. Marj' _
Street. Whitechapel il.1
Mossford Street . Mile End 1 2 2| &

H
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i ELE [l 18] .
| o = 8 [Bol @ | 4
Streets. Districts. = |3 |3 E £ E E’" E
E | 5|8 & |BO B |H
w | 2 = A |= =
Mount Street ... Whitechapel ... SHE O 1 e 4l
Mountford Street Whitechapel ... i s 1| 1
Monsey Street ... Mile End 2| . , i b
Murdock Cottages Mile End ]! | e Ll )
Mulberry Street ... Mile End ... | 2 | - Sl [
Mundy's Place Whitechapel ... S | oz
Myrdle Street ... Mile End 3 1 4
Morrison's Buildings, North Mile End
N
Nag's Head Yard Whitechapel .. el =
Narrow Street Limehouse and Rat- | i
eliff | B
Nathaniel Buildings ... Spitalfields ... | |18
Nelson's Court, Fashion i
Street oo Spitalfields | o] (o o (el
Nelson Street Mile End 2 | 8. A
Neptune Street ... Wapping s 1 1
Nesbitt's Rents .. Limehouse B b e
New Alley Limehouse
New Alley Square Limehouse
Newark Street ... Mile End | AdEHE 4
Newbold Street . .. Mile End - N0 (] B !
New Buildings, Tentf:r | |
Street b .. Whitechapel ... A [ Tt s g
Newton’s Rents ... Shadwell ... : i i
Newcastle Street Whitechapel ... L 1 s S |
Newecastle Place . Whitechapel ... R S - B TR
New Court, Durnet. St.mct Spitalfields Lo
Nelson's Court, Wmtl:u'op
Street Whitechapel .. .
New Church Street Mile End New Town .
Neat's Cottages ... Mile End ... . ol
Norfolk Buildings ... Bt. George's ... o e 1
New Court, Fashion Street Bpitalfields o e
New Gmllat-nn Street Whitechapel ... F o] (g SOl (e B 1 1
New Gravel Lane ... Shadwell Blaal o2y S
Newman's Buildings, (‘-nx ' | I
Square . ... Dpitalfields ... g e : o i
New Martin Street Whlb&chapel,,. o 5 S -2 e
New Square italfields ... ! o ot vl e e
Newnham Btreet.. '\Ehlteahupel - ! el B e
New Tower Bmldmgs Wapping | 8 (e b i
New Road ‘s Whltechapel and Mile | ,
End . " O
Nicholas Street ... Mile End o4 | 1| 2l A R
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FalElslala s
G le | 5|8 I88 8 |3
Sireets. Districts. s | oz 2|3 .2l Bl
5| 2(E(5° 5 |F
w i} = | A |= =
—— - @
Nightingale Lane Limehouse o | e 3l
Nightingale Lane Aldgate
Norfolk Street Mile End
Northey Street ... Limehouse ... et Ll 2.8
Norton Folgate ... Norton Folgate 1| .w 1
North-East Passage St. George’s ...
Norway Place Limehouse
Norway Yard Limehouse ...
Norwich Court . Whitechapel ... P
Notgrove Street ... Limehouse g P
Nottingham Place Mile End ... . 1 1|
Norman's Buildings St. George's ... - 1 1
North Place Mile End New ann 1 1 9
Newman's Buildings,
Pelham Street Spitalfields 1 1
North Street Spitalfields
0
|
Oak Lane Limehouse s Lo Al 1
Ocean Street Mile End .2 (R B (NERE S g
Orson Place Mile End ... RA) R WS R
0Old Castle Street Whitechapel ... P PR (e e
0Old Gravel Lane St. George's ... : 8 | el rahmaddl s 5
0ld Montague Street Whitechapel ... 15 | ... | 4] . 8| 22
0ld Tower Buldings Wapping . 2 st
Oley Place Mile End e | e
Orchard, The Rateliff Al
Orange Court 8t. George's ... -
Osborn Court Whitechapel .. ) T
Osborn House Whitechapel .. by 1 by 1
Orange Mews ... Mile End New Town | el
Old Church Road Mile End 1 B! 2
Orchard Gardeus Mile End | i
Osborn Place Whitechapel ... 1 | 1
Osborn Street Whitechapel ... 1 iy 1
Oxford Street Mile End and
Whitechapel L R 12
Oak Place Mile End L S | | 1
|4
Pauline Terrace, Old Mon-
tague Street ... Whitechapel... 1 1| 8
Palmer Street .. Spitalfields 1 W o
Paragon Mansions Mile End 1 1 1| 8

H 2




116

Returns of Infectious Diseases—eontinued.

. @ = d |2 w
& (2| & | ¥ |38 4|4
Streets. Districts. = 1% |3 E Sg| B | B
2132 2(8° g [¥
Parfett Street ... Mile End ... Rl R e
Painter’'s Rents ... Rateliff ; oy ol |
Park Road Mile End I
Park Street Limehouse ... '
Parliament Court Old Artillery Ground
Parnham Street ... Limehouse ... 1
Pattison Street ... Mile End ... ' el 2
Paternoster Row Spitalfields : L 1
Pavilion Yard ... Whitechapel ...
Peabody Buildings Shadwell "Xl B 2
Peabody Buildings Whitechapel ... B|..| @& s
Peabody Buildings Spitalfields I EEP 1
Pearl Street St. George's ... 2 2
Pearl Place Mile End 2
Peel's Alley Shadwell :
Pelham House ... Mile End New Tuwn
and Bpitalfields .. | . | s b oL
Pelham Street Spitalfields ... e Dot bR ] 9
Pelling Street Limehouse ... R e N | ‘ 2
Pell Place St. George's .
Pelham Street Bmlﬂmga Spitalfields ... I
Pell Street . Bt George's ... = g iy e B
Peck's Yard, Hanburjr :
Street e Spitalfields ..
Pelham Huuse "ipltal
Square : Bpitalfields
Pelican P Miie End
Periwinkle Stmet Rateliff 1 1 2
Perth Street ... Mile End ... 1 )
Pennington Street St. George's .. 1 [ 2
Pennington Street -
buildings St. George's ...
Pennington Place St. George's ...
Philpot Street Mile End ... i (e boed I %
Philpot Place Mile End it
Pheebe Street Limehouse ...
Phenix Court St. George's ...
Pier Head St. George's ... S by (e
Pigott Street Limehouse ... ke sl 6 SR (R
Pinchin Street St. George's ... P ey e
Pixley Street Limehouse ... O M R | B
Planet Street St. George's ... e | ok
Eaa&aﬂnt Row Rateliff ;
ough Alle St. George's ...
Plough Squar F Whitechriepel...
Plough Et.reet. Eulldmgs Whitechapel ...
Plough Street Whitechapel ...
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Streets, Districts. = 5 :g E adl gl E
ElH|E|E|E°| B|E
100 1 M L
Plumber's Row ... Whi el and
Mile End 4 | 2 | sy Pl b
Pole Street Mile End . = 1 9
Poonah Street 8t. George's ... ; 0
Poole’'s Bqua e Spitalfields ' g [l
Pope’s Hill ... Shadwell S |
Pope's Head Court Spitalfields ... San ) S el e 1 -l
Portland Street ... Katcliff and Mile End | .. gl B g | © 1| 4
Priestley’'s Buildings St. George's ... ; el (R | Aol
Princes Place Whitechapel ... b |l
Princes Place Limehouse ... i
Princes Square ... 8t. George's ... Bl L B [tk
Princelet Street ... Spitalfields 3 B dus ilincD
Princes Street Mile End
Princes Street ... . Bt. George's ... L eil
Prince of Orange Court ... St. George's .. el | St
Prospect Place .. ..o Bt. George's ... B B |
Prospect Place Limehouse . o e
Prosperous Place Limehouse ... : o [
Providence Street 8t. George’s ... (3] PRV &t T
Phillip Street ... Bt. George's ... 1 1
Phillip Buildings... 8t. George's ... |
Prusom Street ... .. Bt. George's ... 1 = 1
Prusom Street Bmldmgs St. George's . i | e
Puma Court .. . Spitalfields ... | T 1
Pinchin Street Bmldmgs 8t. George's ... 5 1 1
Q
Quaker Street .. Spitalfields ...
Queen Ann Street Whitechapel ... 1 1
Queen's Head Alley Wapping s - dani|
Queen's Place St. George's ... i 1 1
Queen Street Aldgate .. : I ‘ 2 B i 3
Queen Street ... Mﬂc End New Town . O 1| 2
Queen's Cottages... Mile End
R
Raby Street Rateliff et T
Railway Place Limehouse o A
Railway Place Mile End ... B 577 il
Ramar Place Mile End New Town | o | oo | wer | oo 1] 1
Raine's Mansions St. George's .. i i S G O o | 4
Raine's Street St. George’s ... G i oy b Ll s
Rateliff Bquare Rateliff ) et
Rateliff Street 8t. George's ...
Raven Row Whitechapel and ‘ : |
Mile End . e 2 | === | Bas | 2
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Slreels.

Raymond Street
Rectory Buildings
Rectory Square .
Red Lion Court
Red Lion Street

Regent's Cottages .
Reginald Houses, I'ield-
gate Street ... -
Red Lion Street
Red Mead Lane .. i
Red Lion and Spl Ead
Eagle Yard
Redman’s Gardens
Redman's Road ..
Reform Place ...
ent'’s Court ...
E:gents FPlace

Regent's Place, llS.l‘mssum :

Sireet ..
Regent's Place
Regal Place
Repton Street ...
Rhodeswell Road

Rich Street
Richard Court ...
Richard Street ...
Richardson Street
Ringer's Liunding+
Robert Street
Robeson Street ...
Roger's Court ...
Romford Street ...
Ronald Street
Ropner Place ...
Ropemakers' Fields
Ropery Street
Rose Place

Rose Lane
Rosetta Place ...
Rosemary Court ...
Rosina Cottages

Rothschild’s Buildings,

Thrawl Street
Rowsell Street ...

Districts.

St. George's .

Shadwell

Mile End

Wapping .

St. George's and
Wapping

Limehouse

Wilntechapel ...
St. George'’s ...
St. George's ...

Whitechapel ...
Mile End

Mile End
Limehouse
Limehouse

Limehouse

Norton Folgate
Mile End

Mile End New Town

Limehouse

Limehouse a;z.-:.l MﬂE I

End
Limehouse ...
St. George's ..
St. George's ...
Mile End
Bpitaltields
Limehouse
Mile End
St. George's
Mile End
Rateliff
Limehouse
Limehouse
Mile End
Mile End
Ratehiff
Spitalfields
Spitalfields
Whitechapel ..

Whitechapel ...
Mile End

| Small Pox.

Scarlet Fever

-

2

Typhoid Feve:

" " " s
" - " - -
f " B " " e
= —_—
. + . . o
= B e

| Diphtheria.

"
—_— e
" . .

Membranous

Croup

| -+ 3

| Erysipelas=.

ToTaL.

Y

P =

10

e e

b =
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Severne Street

WA
ik &85 |3
Sireets. Districts. = | B :E n |Bg
E|%5 | 4|8 (89
el
g
Royal Jubilee Bmldmga St. George's .
Royal Mint ... ... Aldgate
Royal Mint Square
Buildings ... Aldgate s 1 1
Royal Mint Street Whitechapel and
Aldgate ... e e 1
Rugg Street Limehouse ... S e
Rupert Street Whitechapel ... P e 10 1
Russell Street Mile End ... 1
Russell Court ... St. George's ... 2
Ruth House, Flnwar and |
Dean Street . Spitalfields ... ... |...| 1
Rutland Street . Mile End .. T 3
Ryeroft Court St. George’s ... T e TR =
Rygate Street St. George's ... A
|
; |
Sage Sireet i Shadwell e il 5
Salisbury Street Mile End
Balmen Street Mile End ;
Salmon Court Limehouse i |
Salmon Lane Limehouse 5 2
Salter Street Limehouse . 1 i
Salter Street ... St. George's ..
Sampson’s Gardens St. George's ... :
Samuel Court ... Mile End New Town sl vrei ] e
Samuel Street Limehouse A R B
Samuel Street 8t. George's .. ]
Sander Street ... .. Bt. George's |
Sander Street Bmldmgs St. George's ... L | .-
Sandy’s Row .. Spitalfields | e s
Sarah Street Shadwell ... 3 [ s
Sawyer's Yard ... Whitechapel ... i)
Scarborough Street Whi el ... €1
Senrab Street Mile End ... A (R
Selby Street ... Mile End New Town | ... | 2
Schoolhouse Lane ... Bateliff Lol ; |
Shorter’'s Rents, Lamb ! |
Street : .. Spitalfields : It
Sceptre Street Mile End ) | R
Selsey Street Limehouse " 5| N
Selwyn Road Mile End ==l fee: |
Settle Street ... Mile End ... i g | i -
Seven Star Alley St. George's ... FT
Seven Star Yard Spitalfields |

St. George's _|

—pm s L

b

Erysipelas.

ToTaL.

10

- - =

v e el

- S -
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w1 &1 In :
|12 |'s| 418, :
AR R E R AR
Streets. Districts. = | %18 |5 E 2l g |8
B R | 2R &P
Shadwell Fish Market ... Shadwell “e
Shadwell Green ... Shadwell ea | aes
Shandy Street ... ... Mile End a8 T e
Sharpe’s Buildings .. - Aldgate
Sheba Street ... Spitalfields 1 A e’ |
Shepherd Street . Spitalfields 8 k 1| 4
Shepherd Street Bmidmgs Spitalfields 1 Lo il -
Shepherd’s Place Spitalfields
Sheppy Yard ... Holy Tnmty
Sheridan Street ... St. George's ... -
Ship Alley St. George's ... 1 & 1] 2
Ship Street % . 8t George's .. ' aea | ne
Shoreditch High Street Whitechapel ...
Short Street .. Shadwell -
Shorter Street St. George's and
Wapping ...
Shoulder of Mutton x'l."ﬁ].f Limehouse g S
Silas Street Mile End o) B | 1
Bingle Gardens ... Mile End T R i
Single Place Mile End S T RS
Single Street Mile End o ] e
Sidney Street Mile End - Gy P S5 e | g
Sidney Square Mile End T e g
Silver Street Limehouse
Silver Street Mile End v (e e 1
Silver Street ... St. George's ... R R [ 1
Skidmore Street Mile End ... 1 1 2
Sly Street St. George's ... 1 1
Smith Place Mile End
Smith Street Mile End 1 o 1
South Grove Mile End 2| 2
South Street Limehouse ... ||
Size Yard Whitechapel ... -
Sion House Mile End
Sion Square ., ... Mile End P LA
South Grove Bulldmgn ... Mile End 2 2
Bprivg Gardens, King
Edward Street Mile End New Town " .
Spring Gardens ... Limehouse ... .
Speck’s Fields ... Mile End New Town Siik
Spectacle Alley ... Whitechapel .. ek
Bpencer Street St. George's ... LY 2
Epencer Street Limehouse ... .
Spelman Street ... Whitechapel, Spital-
fields, and Mile End
New Town ... 1 3
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SETE RS :
;f E E ‘E E = 3 o
Streets. Districts. 3 g | B E _E E -§' E
Elw|4|2(8°] £ |F
o & [2'-1 = =t [
Spenlow Street ... Limehouse ... ; sva | wea |
Spital Court Mile End New Town cor | o |
Spital Square Norton Faolgate } 1. 1| 8
Spital Street Mile End New Town | 2|8
Splidt Street ... St. George's ... : PR TR
Spring Garden Place Mile End and Rateliff il e e | R S ) |
St. Ann's Road ... Mile End o ([P S O R O - 1:| 8
St. Ann's Row ... Limehouse
St. Anne's Street Limehouse SR T It B s [
St. Dunstan’s Road ... Mile End .. G [ ) 21 7
St. George’s Buildings ... St. George's ... T RO
St. George's House,
George Yard Whitechapel ..
St. George's Street St. George's and
Wapping Bl 2| &| 1] 2|16
St. George's Terrace St. George’s ... I | e | as el 1 |
St. Mark Street ... Whitechapel .. 1 1 3
St. Mary Street ... Whitechapel ..
St. Paul's Road Mile End amd lee-
house ) R 118
St. Peter's Rﬂﬂd Mile End e . 1 1
St. Thomas' Road ... Mile End 1| 2 21N
B8t. Thomas's Yard .« Mile End
Nurihl
Spitalfields Market - %T;th No Houses '
West ,
Strafford House, Went- i
worth Street ... Spitalfields [ 3 I3 (e |
Stainsby Road Limehouse e W (Lt
Stanfield Road ... Mile End il
Star and Garter Yard ... Bt George's ... ’
Star Place 8t. George's ... ;
Starch Yard St. George's ...
Station Place .. St. George's ... [ [ |
Stayner's Road . Mile End ) o |
Steel’s Lane Mile End
Stephen’s Cottages, L-::rmler
Street : Limehouse
Stepney Lauseway ... Ratelff 1 b [
Stepney Green ... Mile End 5 [ |5
Stepney Industrial Dwel-
lings . Mile End ... ) 4|...| 8 2| 8
Steward Street Old Artillery Ground <o) A (e 8
Stocks Place Limehouse ;
Storer's Buildings Mile End
ﬁtrﬂhan Road M.ilﬂ End aw 1 1
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Streets.

Streatfield Street
Stutfield Street ...
Sugar Loaf Court
Sun Tavern Place
Sutton Street ..
Swallows Gardens
Swan Yard

Stepney Square .

T

Tasburg Buildings
Tait Street
Tarling Street
Ta-}'lur’a Place
Taylor's Rents
Tenbury Place
Terrace Place
Tench Street ...
Tenter Buildings, St.
Mark's Street ...
Tenter Court
Tenter Street
Tenter Street

Tewkesbury Buildings ...

Thirza Street ...
Thomas Street ...
Thomas Place
Thomas Street

Thrawl Street ...
Three Compass Court
Three Colt Court
Three Colt Street
The Cottages

Tile Yard

Tilley Street ...
Tillman Street ...
Tillotson Street ...
Tollet Street
Tomlin Terrace ...

Districts.

Limehouse ..
St. George's ...

‘ Whitechapel .

Wapping

St. George's ...

Whitechapel ..

High Street, ‘White-
chapel ia

Mile End

St. George's ...
St. George's ...
St. George’s ...
Limehouse ...
8t. George’s ...
Limehouse

Mile End ...
St. George's ...

Whitechapel ...
Spitalfields
Spitalfields ...
Whitechapel ...
North
South
East
West ...
Whitechapel ...
Ratelift e ;
Limehouse
St. George's ..
Whitechapel and Mile
End New Town
Whitechapel ...
Rateliff
Limehouse
Limehouse
Limehouse
Limehouse
Spitalfields ...
St. George's ...
Mile E:ﬁﬁ
Mile End
Limehouse

Small Pox.,
Scarlet Fever.

"

H

rysipelas.
ToraL.

Diphtheria.
Croup.

=

Membranous

|T}'plmicl Fever|

R
= o R

—

L

—

b3
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v Sireets.

Tower Buildings, Brew-
house Lane ...

Tower Bl.uldlngs, H1g11

Street :
Trafalgar Equma
Tredegar Square
Trinity Almshouses
Trinity Square ...
Troon Street ...
Turner's Buildings
Turner’s FPlace
Turner’s Road

Turner's Street ...
Twine Court
Tower of London...

U

Upper Montagne Street ...

Umberstone Street
Union Buildings

Union Court, Wheeler

Street
Union Passage ...
Union Place
Union Row
Union Street
Union Sireet
Union Terrace

Upper Chapman Street ...
r East Smithfield ...

Uppe
Underwood Street

v
Vallance Road ...

Varden Street
Venour Hoad

Victoria Bui l.dm;g.a., Cart-

wright Street

Victoria Cutt-a,ges Albert

Street

Victualling Office bqun.rc

Victoria Buildings,
Emmott Street

Districts.

Wapping

Wapping
Mile End
Mile End
Mile End
Aldgate
Ratelift

St. George's

Limehouse
Limehouse
End
Mile End
Shadwell

Mile End

St. George's ...

Mile End
Spitalfields

St. George’s ...

Limehouse
Mile End
Mile End

St. George's

Limehouse

St. George's

Aldgate and

Mile End New Town 4

Whitechapel

End New Town ... 1 | ]

Mile End
Mile End

Aldgate

Mile End New Town |

Whitechapel
Mile End

Small Pox.

i Scarlet Fever.
Typhoid Fever

Diphtheria.

Membranous
Croup

Erysipelas.

ToTAL.

z;:lllvd Ml]i.. .
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W Lpl}lllE
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gl 2l B8 18121
AR AL E AR
Streets. Districts. =1 3|l8 |3 =8 l =
E | 5| 4| &|EQ| B|F
‘ | 3| K| |2 | 4
m | g
= ‘ |
Vine Court Whitechapel R el o e ]I T
Vine Yard ... Spitalfields e | 1 1. |n| 2
Vintners' Almshouses ... Mile End = il el (a8 ¥ 5 A
Virginia Court St. George's ... .- : .
W ‘ |
Wade's Place Mile End ... i 1 1
Waterloo Court ... Bt. George's ... biade
Wainwright Place St. George's ... ' | A L
Walden Street Mile End | T8 I W 74 R R AR
Walker Street ... Limehouse ' " M G- T R (GO
Wallwood Street Limehouse i (e Rt PRCT L
Walter Street Rateliff il L sikas
Wapping Wall Wapping oy 18 | (SN (TR 1
Wharton FPlace ... Rateliff N W e Sy e
Warwick Place ... Limehouse ... ; I F L] wenatis
Waterloo Place ... St. George's . T o R R TR R | .
Waterloo Street ... Limehouse ... S PP ORy (TR IETT PR IR
Watney Street . St. George's ... o e o FERY REUE R | |
Watts Street ... . St. George's ... A L N R R e
Watts Street Em]dmgs . St George's ... S PPV P N O
Weaver Btreet ... Whitechapel ... : | oo [ | NEOR T
Webb's Place Whitechapel ... o g T SR
Well Street .. Whitechapel ... e o A9 [ gt eyt
Wellclose Square St. George's ... bl 8 ol R P
Wellesley Street Mile End ... (B 1| .| 2
Wellington Buildings 8t. George's ... 3 i el
Wentworth Street Spitalfields and
Whitechapel - 1 1| i
Wentworth Court East ... Spitalfields : g,
Wentworth Court West  Spitalfields ' 2 [ AT e o8 Tk
Wentworth Buildings Whlt&chapﬂl 1 1
West Gardens ... . Shadwell ... 1 N 1
West Gardens Bmldmga Shadwell =
West Pier : ... Wapping
West Arbour Streel:. Mile End L
West Street Mile End ... 1.2
Walburgh Street 8t. George's ... 1 8
Walburgh Place . ... Bt George's ... ] e
West India Dock Road ... Limehouse ... (e [l 5| O 5
West's Folly St. George's ... e
Western Passage St. George's ot | S8
Wheeler Street . Spitalfields | 1 1 1] &
Whitechapel H]gh Street i 3 1i5] &

Whitechapel ..
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Streets. Districis. % : :E E ]IE E §' E
P38 |E[° 8
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Whitechapel Road Whitechapel and
Mile End ... 1 5| 4 1 4| 15
White’s Gardens 8t. George's ... T Bl o i
White's Rents Limehouse 1 ) ) B
White's Row .. Spitalfields 0 1 1| 8
White Hart Court Mile End Pl
White Horse Lane Mile End - B 1 ¥ s
White Horse Street Rateliff i
White Lion Street Spitalfields and
Norton Folgate bal il T s Pl g
Whitehall Court Limehouse
Whitehead Street Mile End ! 1 1 118
Whitethorne Court St. George's ... ! £ =N
Whitethorne Place 8t. George's ... '
Whitman Road ... Mile End : 1 1
Williams' Buildings Mile End .
Williams' Place ... Limehouse ...
William Street ... St. George's ... ! 2 s | 0
Willow Row Limehouse ... I |
Willow Street Mile End . 1| 1
Wilk Court Spitalfields 4wl BN
Wilkes Street ... Spitalfields ; 1 1 21 4
Wilson's Place Limehouse : A
Wilson Street ... Mile End e | W A : 3 g
Winifred House, T]:lrawl | I
Street .o Spitalfields ... P | 5
Winterton Bulldmga St. George's . =N i e el
Winterton Street St. George's ... | 1| 2| 4
Winter's Buildings Mile End e
Wolsey Street ... Mile End T 4 4
Woodison Street Mile End ... 34
Woodside Mansions St. George's ... o5 e
Worcester Street St. George's ... | . P 9
Worcester Court St. George's ... '
Wright's Bu:lldmgs, Ea.lmml
e Limehouse . | il 1! 8 4
Wright's Row . St. George's ... il el || S (et
Winthrop Street Whitechapel . i 1 1| 2
Wood’s Buiidingﬂ Wh.ttel:ha.pel
Whitehall Place ... Limehouse ... 1 1

X

XX Place

Mile End
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Streets.

Y
Yalford Street

Yeomans' Yard ...
Yoakley's Buildings
York Buildings ...
York Buildings ...
York Road

York Square ...
York Street, East
Yule Court

|
Districts |

Mile End ...
Whitechapel ...
Whitechapel ...
Limehouse ...
St. George's ...
Rateliff

Ratelift

Ratehiff
St. George's ...

Small Pox

Scarlet Fever,

Typhoid Feven

Diphtheria.

Membranous

Croup.

Erysipelas.

ToTalL.
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I

. | a
B | -
Streets. £z , B
e | H
Booth Street Spitalfields ... 1| 1

7

B3

':E s
Dean Street 8t. George's ... 1 | 1
Hobson's Cottages Pelham Street 1| 1
Longnor Road Mile End ... 1 | 1
Lueas Street Bt. George's . 1 & 1

New Road Wh:trachapel and MII.E |
End I 1| 1
0ld Chureh Road Mile End 1| 1
Wapping Wail Wapping ... 1 1
Well Street Whitechapel ... 1 1
Wellelose Square Bt. George's ... 1 1
Wilkes Street Spitalfields ... 1 1
York Square Rateliff : 1 1







Aleoholism
Articles of bedding, Ebc dmmfect.ed
Articles of bedding, ete. destroyed
Army blankets i
Analyst's Report

Proceedings ...

Articles adulterated

Births
Birth-rate in various districts ...
Births—Excess over deaths
Bakehouses

Cancer :
Canal Boats, 1usp&ctmn of
Cowhouses

Charts (Infectious Dmenaes}

D

Deaths-—
Total number of deaths in the Borough
of non-residents

L ¥

% % of residents outside Bﬂruurrh

PAGE
27

36
36 & 37
70
74
75 to 80

4 & D
4 &5

64 to 69

aT

55 & D6

69 & T0
between 34 & 35

== =
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PAGE
Death-rate in various Districts in the Borough 6
= . = i for average of llJ
years, 1893 to 1902 ... 18y 7
Causes of death compared with 1902 7
Deaths of residents in outlying institutions B&9
" in public institutions 9
Diphtheria ... 21
Dhiarrheea 23
E
Enterie Fever 22
Erysipelas ... 2
Enteritis 23
F
Factory and Workshop Act ... 83 to 86
G
General Sanitary Work 45
H
Houses let in Lodgings —
Appeal cases ... 56 to 64
Housing of the Working Classes A::I; 87 & 88
Backehurch Lane Area ... 88 to 96
||
Inquests—Number and causes of death ... 10 & 11
Infantile Mortality ... ; 25 & 268

Infectious Diseases in various Streets ete. 97 to 127
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Marriages—Marriage rate

Measles
London County Council Order in reference to

Membranous Croup

Mortuary

BEE

Notifiable Diseases
Number notified
Table in reference to
Return cases

Old Age
Outworkers

Population
Puerperal Fever
Phthisis
Post-mortems o
Port of London Inquiry -
Proceedings—
List of, under Public Health (London) Act, 1891
Under Food and Drugs Acts
Under Dairies and Cowsheds Order
Preservatives in Food ...

Respiratory Diseases .

PAGE
&6
14

14 to 20
22

36

27
27
28
29 to 34

26
86

3
24
24
36
38

46 1o 55
74, 70 & 81
81

81 to 83

P -
£n
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S
: list of
-b-;r of cases in Bnmugﬁ-, and where occurred ..
al; bthm :

Byt

«

 Table II. Population, births and deaths registered

G year 1903 ...

Table TI1. Cases of Infectious Diseases notified during the

PAGE
97 to 127

11 to 14

20

i3

70
between 96 & 97

I. Of whole District during 1903 and previous years

between 96 & 97
between 96 & 97

between 96 & 97

: . Table IV. Causes of, and ages at death, during year 1903 between 96 & 97

T
14 . - Fﬁ?ﬂr
U.
ound _ Food
Proceedings in connection with
W
Cough
Z
ic Diseases %
e R Ta I e et

22

38 to 40
41
42 to 44

21
84 & 85

24

B ST ...

4

|
1l
1




