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LIST OF VESTRYMEN, 1881—2.

T Ty T P —

The Reotor and Churchwardens are Ey- 0 Jiicio Members.

Rector of Stepney :—Rev. JOHN FENWICK KITTO, M.A., the Rural Dean,
Rectory, Whlta Horse Lane, Etepua'_r

No. 1, or NORTH WARD.

Mr, W. B. BIRD, 17, Bancroft road. | Mr, C. MOODY, 26, St. Peter's road.
» L J. BOOTH, 96, Mile Endroad. | ,, T.E. MUSTO, 121, Bancroft rd.
»w B. CLARK, 291, Mile End road. » W.MUSTO, 22, Alderney road.
» J. COLLIER, 277, Mile End rd. »w W. R. NIELD, 60, Bancroft rd.
» B. CUNDICK, 23, Mile End rd. | ,, H. PREVOST, 102, Graiton st.
w H. CUSHEN, 207, Mile End rd. | Dr. F. J. REILLY, 107, Globe road.
sy H.GLASS, 273, Mile End road. | Mr. T. G. TOCKWELL, 175, Mile

» H. J. LEATHERDALE, 196, End road.
Devonshire streat. » J9. G. WHITE, 36, Grafton st.

» G. LUSK, 1, Tollit street. yy F.J. WOOD, 1, Nicholas strect.
Auditor—Mr. J. MILLER, 4, Grafton street.

No. 2, or EAST WARD.
Mr. W.B. ABRAHAMS, 65, Burdcttrd.i Mr. H. J. JUPP, Longfellow road.

»» F. ALLEN, Canal road. » J. P. LASH, 188, Burdett road.
» 8. ALLEN, Canal road. y» M. LYON, 616, Mile End road.
i » J. T. CHAMBERS, Upper Monta-| ,, J. PEARSON , 24, Grove road.
gue street, | » H. RUSSELL, Cotton Estate
1 Gq Ju DANGE. 43?, Mi]e Eﬂd I‘d. HD“S'U' 2 <
» T. DOWNTON, 187, Burdett-rd. | » R. SCRIVEN, 35, Tredegar 60
y» B. HART, 16, Burdett road. w H. T]TIGMAS' 1, South grove.
» MH.C.L.HART, 433, Mile Endrd. | » W- WAGG, 83, Turner’s road.
: H. WEST, Stoneleigh House,
yy L. ENIGHT, Devon Wharf. » oY ety

Auditor-~Mr. J. J. MUSTO, 21, Clinton road.

No. 8, or WEST WARD.
Mr. J. BERNHARDT, 265, Commer- | Mr. G. W.PARKHURST, Bedford sq.

cial road. | s H. PREECE, 57, Jamaica street.
y» B. CAMERON, 255, Cm‘nmaml. rd. s T. P. PRIESTLY, 43, Settles st.
» 9.1 DALE, Jun., 84, MileEadrd.| = J SCHAFER, 42, Philpot st.
» J. GINN, 12, Raven row. ,» J. SIEGENBERG, 241, Commer-
» J. ILLINGWORTH, 151, Sidney cial road.

f;hEBtLUDBROOK e il i n’l;&YLDR, 249, Commercial
5 . 2 _ , Harford st. road.
» J. NOBLE, 273, Commercial rd. | ,, H. WALTER, 147, Commercial
»  W.PARFETT, 59, Bancroft rd. road.

Auditor—Mr, H, EXBLEM, 289, Commercial road,
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No. 4, or CENTRE WARD.
Mr. G. ASHBY, 108, 8tepney green. | Mr. A. 8. JUDD, 60, White Horse-

T 1 J!'LII:[‘-E-}'.111:I:J]:lj. 24, TI'EdEEﬁl‘ square. lane,
LE c- H. Bﬂ-BDOULEﬂ.U? 112’ I 1) J D EEHP, 12?, ﬂtEP'ﬂE? "[.Een_'
White Horse lane. ,» R.KEMP, Oley place, Stepney gn.

yy H. BOAR, 57, 8t. Peter's road. s B. MILLS, 50, Stepney green.
,» T. BIBBY, 61, Redman’s row. »» J. POLLARD, 99, Redman's-rd.
.+ W.G. COBB, 300, Mile Endroad. ,, A. PREVOST, 176, Mile End-rd.
,»  W.FIELD, 192, Mile End road. | ,, G.J. SNOWDEN, 460, Mile End

» A. FURNESS, 4, Eastbury terr. road.
»» 1. HIRST, 237, Mile End road. | " H, C. SWAFFER, 46, Tredegar-

E(uATE.

, R.JONES, GasWorks, Harford-st. ,, W.S. UPTON, 276, Mile End-rd.
» M. JOSEFPH, 29, Stepney green.  ,, W. WILSON, Jubilee street.

Auditor—Mr. B. DUCKHAM, 174, Mile End road.

No. 6, or SOUTH WARD.

Mr. C. ATTERSLEY, 14, Mile End rd.| Mr.J. NEWTON, 475, Commercial rd.

Dr. J. BELLAERS, 318, Oxford st. ;s B. PARKES, 85, Jubilee street.

Mr. R. CARTER, 51, Charles street. s B.J. PAYNE, 10, Lucas street.
»w T. COOK, 565, Commercial road. | ,, J. READ, 145, Charles-street.
»w J. HARPER, 92, Charles street. y» J. SIMKINS, 49, Lindley street.
» T.JENNINGS, 44, Mile End rd. | Dr. R. E. SWYER, 25, Mile End rd.
»w &.JONES, 481, Commercial rd. | Mr. J. TAYLOR, 17, Jubilee street.
»w C.LACEY, 4, Exmouth street. w €. C. TAYLOR, 10, Mile End rd.
» T.MOORE, 142, Mile End road. | ,, A. WOOD, 319, Commercial rd.

Auditor—Mr. GEORGE WEDLAKE, 312, Oxford street.

A i

REPRESENTATIVE AT THE METROPOLITAN EBOARD
OF WORKS.

ROBERT JONES, Esq., Harford Street, Stepney, E.
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Represen- Mr. Moore's term of office as Representative of the Vestry at

tative at

Metropoli-

the Metropolitan Board of Works having expired by efluxion of

tan Board time, and he having found that the time required to discharge the

of Works.

Parlia-
mentary

Work.

Great

Eastern

llasln ay
3111,

duties efficiently caused him great inconvenience, he did not seek
re-election, and Mr. Robert Jones having, since his resignation,
made other arrangements whereby his time was more at his own
disposal, he was again elected as the Representative of the Vestry
at the Metropolitan Board of Works.

During the year the Parliamentary Committee considered many
Bills brought before Parliament, and also other subjects upon
which Parliamentary action is likely to be taken. The following
are the most important of the matters considered and the
resolutions taken with regard to them:—

Ko | Svupsgcr MATTER. | Resorvrion wite Recarp
THERETO,
1 | Water Supply of the Metropolis... ... ...| Waituntil Bill introduced.

t
GrﬂﬁmEhﬂtﬂl'ﬂ. R-BJ]WR-,}' {L:eneml Powers’ ] Petition sguinsk

| -
s | Arianan and Laborew Dlings, d.) Wil 4 Bl e
Inhabited House Duty Bill ... | Petition fu Tavanr.
Municipality of London Bill - | Petition against.

Road Floods Prevention Bill ... ... .. \

Sea Water (London) "
East London Water Co.  ,,

i o i)
Metropolitan and Meimpchtan Dwtrmﬂi

Railway Bill .. SN I
|

10 | Metropolis Bridges nnd Ferrjr Bﬂl

11 | Metropolitan Board of Works (?amms
Powera'Bill... ... ... .

w o =3 & O =

No opposition.

With regard to the Bill No. 2, the Vestry opposed two of its
proposed provisions, viz.: [1] That which empowered the Com-
pany to continue the ilne at Loughton through the Forest.
[2] That which enabled them to widen the existing line in the
Hamlet without providing for the alteration of the Bridge at
Morpeth Street. The Company, in the face of the opposition
which was exhibited to provision No. 1, withdrew it altogether ;
and with regard to provision No. 2, they agreed to adopt the
principle which had been approved by the Committee of the
House of Commons in the case of the Grove Road Bridge, that
is to say—

“ That upon the Vestry contributing toward the extra cost
‘“of the alteration, not exceeding in any event f1000, the

‘ Company should make the alterations in the way desired by
““the Vestry.”
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The Vestry applied to the Metropolitan Board for liberty to do
so and also requested that Board itself to advance the amount.

The license was granted and the Board offered to advance the
money at 43 per cent. This rate of interest the Vestry thought
very high, but were unable to get the amount at any less rate from
any well-known source, and ultimately therefore accepted the offer
of the Metropolitan Board, and the mortgage has been duly

effected.
Loans A list of the loans outstanding will be found at the foot of the
generally.

General Purposes Account at pages 48 and 49.

Openings  Dyring the year considerable annoyance and cost have been

d 3
pe gty i experienced by the proceedings of the Gas and Water Companies.

by Public .
Compa-  Several of the streets which had only recently been put into

B, thorough repair were opened and not reinstated in a way which
met with the approval of the Vestry or their Surveyor.

The Gas Light and Coke Company were by far the worst
offenders, and they declined to employ a steam roller in reinstating
roads where the steam roller had been employed when the road
was made up by the Vestry.

i The Vestry determined to try the question and summoned the
1 M . .
Egﬁ Light Company named before the Police Magistrate. At the hearing
E‘;‘L%i‘;; !:he Company produced a great number of witnesses to say that
it would be dangerous to the pipes to use the steam roller and the

Magistrate dismissed the summons.

Subsequently the Company agreed that a horse roller might be
used and this was accordingly done.

Four-mile During the year two suggestions were received by the Vestry
radinsand E ) 1y
Strest which, in the opinion of the Vestry, would greatly conduce to the
Refuge.  convenience of the public if carried out.
One was from the Home Secretary as to placing a Street Refuge
in Mile End Road, near Sydney Street; the other was from the
Commissioners of Police as to placing lamps at the four-mile

radius, with a notice to that effect upon them.

The Vestry accordingly acceded to both suggestions and they
are in the course of being carried out.

E:{‘}]'If The Vestry have much pleasure in recording that the price of
Lamps. gas for the public lamps has been reduced from £4 6s. 3d. to

£4 3s. od, per lamp per annum.




The Overseers, during the year, placed the Vestry Hall in rating Rating of

for the first time. 11'3?::11“

The Vestry considered that the principle was wrong, and
appealed to the Assessment Committee, but they confirmed the
principle as to the propriety of the rating, but reduced the amount
to £150 gross £125 rateable value.

At the request of the Parish Officers, the Vestry have taken Allow.
into consideration what amount should be allowed to owners who Eﬁ;‘;:}:
contract under the Poor Rate Assessment and Collection Act, compound-
1869, and resolved that the allowance should be 20 per cent. on Efmf
all hereditaments, the rateable value of which should not be

above £15.

The Vestry have been called upon to put the Artizans and :nr;isana
Laborers' Dwellings Act, 1868, in force, in the cases of 1 to 6, Laborers'
Regent Place, and 54 and 56, Maplin St.rer..:t, but tlrfeyl are pleased i:;liﬁsgaa
to be able to report that the owner has intimated his intention of
pulling down the premises and thus abating the evil.

The Vestry have given full consideration to the sanitary require- Sewer
ments of the Hamlet, and have executed many small but useful woek,
works. The principal work has been the reconstruction of the
sewer at the back of Albert Road.

The sewer was on the boundary between the Hamlet and the
Parish of Bethnal Green, and formed a continuation of the sewer
in Cambridge Road which had already been re-constructed at the
joint costs of Bethnal Gréen and the Hamlet.

This Vestry accordingly applied to the Bethnal Green Vestry
to join in the costs of re-construction. For a long time the latter
declined to do so, but at length consented.

The Vestry have to report with regret the outbreak of another 8mall-pox
small-pox epidemic, which necessitated the making of temporary ¥ e
provision in the Hamlet for the accommodation of persons suffer-
ing from the disease, as the Asylum Board Hospitals were unable
to take in all the cases.

In the previous Report the Vestry noticed that negociations
were in progress to join with the Poplar Board of Works in the
ownership and use of the Hospital built by the latter Board at
Plaistow.

The Sanitary Committee of this Vestry visited the Hospital on
more than one occasion, and went minutely into the cost to this
Hamlet which a joint ownership and occupation would entail,
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having regard to the facts and figures presented by the Poplar
Board, and came to the opinion that it would be at least £8oo0

a year.

The Vestry resolved that it would not be advisable to join with
the Poplar Board as proposed.

The fresh outbreak of small-pox pointed to the desirability of
having some place immediately available for such a contingency,
but the Vestry feel that it would be more economical to provide
accommodation as necessity requires rather than embark in such

a certain annual outlay.

Ambu- In consequence of the small-pox outbreak it became necessary

e - 4y provide an extra ambulance, and the Vestry accordingly pur-
chased a second-hand carriage and converted it to the purpose
required,

Floodings. In July, 1880, a violent storm took place, which again caused
serious floodings in the houses in many parts of the Hamlet. The
Vestry have made and will continue to make urgent representa-
tions to the Metropolitan Board of Works, to take steps to prevent
the recurrence of these floods, and that Board will no doubt do so
so soon as Parliamentary powers for the purpose have been

obtained.
"-Iflnaa]try The Vestry, during the vacation, caused the Hall to be repaired,
all and the contract for so doing was £178, but there is a large claim

for extras which has not yet been settled.

Refresh- For some long time objections have frequently been taken to
?ﬁ.ﬁs % the amount expended by Committees when out on survey, and in
tsr::ﬁtuﬂiﬂ on order to prevent the recurrence of these the Vestry resolved that

a sum not exceeding five shillings per head should be allowed in

such cases.

The Vestry think that no Ratepayer will object to such a sum
being allowed to gentlemen who give several hours work in the
best part of the day for the benefit of the Parish.

Trafalgar- In the last Report of the Vestry it was stated that the Vestry
. lodged an Appeal against the decision of the Vice Chancellor
Malins, and that the Appeal awaited hearing.

Upon the Appeal coming on before the Lords Justices, they
stated that having looked at the papers they thought the case
clearly one for a compromise, and adjourned it for the purpose.

The Vestry did all in their power to effect the wishes of the
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Lords Justices, and even went far beyond what they were advised
but all to no purpose.

The Plaintiffs insisted on just such terms as they would get if
they wholly succeeded, and accordingly after months of fruitless
negociation the case had to be set down again for hearing.

It was finally heard on the 28th January, 1881, when the Appeal
was allowed and the Plaintiffs’ Bill dismissed with costs.

This result alone would fully justify the Vestry in the course
they took, but the Lords Justices evidently considered the Vestry
had not insisted on their legal rights only but were equitably
entitled to the judgment.

The judgments given are, in the Vestry's opinion, so important
that they beg to append copies thereof to this Report.

In the last Report (page g), the Vestry gave an extract from
the judgment of Vice Chancellor Malins, the concluding words of
which were—* If the Plaintiffs had intended to put buildings
“there I do not wonder at the Vestry objecting—it was their duty
‘““to object—but the precise way in which they proceeded to
““object does surprise me, because I am clearly of opinion that
“that was wrong.”

The Vestry would beg a comparison of those words with the
judgments of the Lords Justices generally, but with those of James
and Brett, L. J]., in particular.

The Plaintiffs have giiren Notice of Appeal to the House of
Lords, but up to the present time have taken no further steps
towards prosecuting the Appeal. On the contrary, one of the
Plaintiffs is personally trying to arrange terms, but the Vestry can
only deal with solicitors who, so long as they are in the case, must
be taken to represent both the Plaintiffs and through them the
parties beneficially interested.

Having regard to the way in which they have been hitherto met,
the Vestry will insist upon the Order of the Lords Justices being
complied with before entering into further negociations.

The Vestry have, during the year, taken into consideration the Enlary of

salary of Mr. Baxter, and have increased it from £150 to £ 175 maent “of
per annum. o












JUDGMENTS OF THE COURT OF APPEAL
Consisting of LORD JUSTICE JAMES, LORD JUSTICE BRETT,

AND

LORD JUSTICE COTTON,
Referved to in the foregoing Report.

P T e e

g S,

LixcoLn’s Inn,
Fannary 28th, 1881.

THE VESTRY OF THE HAMLET OF MILE END
OLD TOWN (Defendants) ... o Appellants.

JOHN NICHOLSON, awp anotHer (Plaintiffs) ... oo Iespondents.

ey o, i B g g B L L B P B, g, B B

Mgr. Joun Pearson, Q.C., Mr. F. W. E. Everirt, and Mgr. G. PiTT-LEWIS,
for Appellants,

Mg. Grasse, Q.C., Mgr. CuestER, and Mr. REp, for Respondents.

Lorp JUSTICE]I.&MES.—(TO Counsel of Appellants). I suppose you
do not mean to pull down the rails if you get a decision in your favour
that it is a highway.

Mr. Pearson.—No, my Lord, not if the Garden is kept in a proper
state.

Lorp Justice James.—As long as it is kept a Garden ?

Mr. Pearson.—All the Vestrymen said at the trial—and I am sure
I may say as their mouthpiece here—that they desire the thing to be
left, and we desire the thing to be left, and it is only because we are
bound to assert our right to protect the place.

Lorp Justice James.—I have done all 1 posssibly can to induce
the parties to come to some reasonable arrangement. Counsel have
done the same. All those efforts having failed I think that we are
obliged now to determine the matter according to the strict legal rights
of the parties and upon that question of the strict legal rights of the
parties I am bound to say that I am utterly unable to concur with the
Judgment of the Vice-Chancellor. It appears to me that the suit was
altogether occasioned by a most wrongful and unjustifiable intention on
the part of the Plaintiffs to deal with the public highway inconsistently
with the rights of the public, because I agree with the Vice-Chancellor
—and really it has not been contended before us to the contrary—that,
with the exception of the comparatively small space that was enclosed
by the circle, the whole of the space between the houses and the circle
was in fact a public place, a public highway, dedicated to the public,
and over which the public had rights, which it is not competent for any
authorily to give away or to destroy. Well, that being so—that there
was the public highway—the right to the public highway has never been
lost, and in assertion of that right of a highway, the proper represen-
tatives of the public in the district, the Local Board who have now got
the control of the ways, proposed, but not until they were challenged to
it by an act on the part of the Plaintiffs, to assert the right of the public
by taking down so much of the railings as would be necessary for it
was not intended to do more than that—so much of the railings as
would be sufficient to vindicate and to assert their right, giving the
Plaintiffs notice of their intention in order that they might, if they liked,
come into Court for the purpose of trying the right, for that is what I
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but to put a condition in it which really made it a simulated submission
to the Court, a submission which would only have postponed this law
suit to a future occasion. Therefore we are driven to decide this matter
according to law. That being so, there cannot be a question that the
whole of this space, except the small round part in the centre, was
dedicated to the public as a highway and accepted by the public as a
highway. The proof of the acceptance of the public was that the
public have used it, and that the surveyors of the highway have taken
it into their hands and acted for the public. It was taken and accepted.
From that moment it became a highway, and there was nobody who
had any authority in any way legally to prevent it from continuing as a
highway. It was a highway, and it is a highway now, according to law.

But then the owners of the property did encroach upon that high.
way by making the present square. I think that it is made out that
although they were warned that they were doing it, yet, practically, as
long as they would stand by the stipulations which they themselves had
proposed, namely, that if they were not interrupted in encroaching on
the highway they would make a square and keep it as a square without
building upon it. The Vestry practically acceded to that. That is my
view of it. The Vestry had no right to accede to that, so as to bind
the public, but, nevertheless, they did.

Then it is said that the Vestry bave broken away from that
arrangement. It seems to me as clear as possible that the Vestry have
never broken away from that arrangement. It was the Plaintiffs who
broke away from it. The Plaintiffs did publish an intention not to build
themselves, but that is a mere equivocation, but to grant a lease to
people who should build across this square and across that which had
been and was still the highway. They took steps towards carrying out
that intention. It seems to me that they really and practically have
never withdrawn from that intention.

Then what was the Vestry to do? The Vestry must oppose them
in some way on behalf of the public. As I understand the Vice-Chancellor's

Judgment, he seems lo say that the only way in which they ought to have done it
was by applying for an injunction. It scems to me that there might have been
considerable difficudties in that course. But they had another legal and
proper mode of raising the question, and that was to abate the nuisance.
That was their legal right. There is no equity against their doing it that I
can see ; and, therefore, when it is said that, when they exercised theiv legal vight,
provoked by the Plaintiffs proposing to do that which on theiv side was utterly
illegal, and because the other side ave proposing to do that which, under the
circumstances, is legal and vight for them to do, they should be enjoined againsi
exercising their legal vight. 1 can see no law which can support such a
judgment ; and therefore I agree with my lord that, as we are forced to
give a jndgment, all we can do is to say that there ought to be no
injunction against the Defendants.

Lorp Justice Corron.—Certainly in this case, as, probably, in
many others, it would have been much better for the parties to settle
their differences without ecalling upon the Court to decide their rights;
but, as all attempts at such settlement have been ineffectual, what the
Court has to do, and the only thing it can do, is to declare the legal
rights of the parties.

Now the question is, * Can the Plaintiff here maintain a decree for
restraining the Defendant from doing what they have asserted their
right to do, that is to say, to take down certain railings in Trafalgar
Square? The Vice-Chancellor's judgment—and I quite agree with it—
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is, that down to the year 1865, the portion of the Square where these
railings are was a part of the highway; that is to say, that the putting
up of the railings there was a wrong which the public and the Vestry,
as representing the inhabitants, would have a right to prevent. But
the Vice-Chancellor decided—and it has been contended—that the
right of the Vestry has been lost by what has since taken place.

Now I do not here think it necessary to go into the question as to
how far the Vestry could by acquiescence h_ave bound themselves not
to act as they are acting, or how far they might have prejudiced them-
selves, if what they acquiesced in had been continued ; but it there was
any acquiescence—(I can hardly see that there was)—it was an acqui-
escence in a proposal and plan of those whom the Plaintiffs now
represent—if they were not the same persons—to put these iron railings
up for the purpose of making within it an ornamental garden. And so
long as that state ot things continued, and was not proposed to be
interferred with, the Defendants did no act inconsistent with what is
called their acquiescence.

But now, shortly before this action was commenced, the Plaintiffs
proposed to give a building lease to a Gentleman who was proposing
to build on part of this which was public highway down to the year
1865. The state of things was altered. If they had acquiesced they
acquiesced in a state of things entirely different from that which the
Plaintiffs were asserting their right to introduce; and, that being so,
acquiescence was gone, and their right at the time of the commence-
ment of this action must be as it was in the year 1865. They say this
is part of the public highway, as in the opinion of the Vice-Chancellor
(and in our opinion) it was. This is an obstruction, and they claim a
right to remove that obstruction, and in my opinion, as the Vestry are
right in that as it is an obstruction to the highway—the Plaintiffs, the
owners of the property, can not call upon this Court to interfere and
restrain the Vestry from exercising their legal right, Whether the
Vestry, who, of course, have only the good of the parish in view, will,
when their rights are declared, proceed in execution of those rights, to
pull down the railings, is an entirely different question, but one on
which this Court can now give no direction whatever. The Vestry in
what they do, having ascertained their legal rights, must, as I have no
doubt they will, be guided by what they think is for the benefit of the
public and of the parish in which they are placed.

Mr. PearsoN.—In the costs will be included the costs of the Motion
for an injunction which there was and which were included in the costs.

Mr. Grasse.—They are costs in the cause, as a matter of course.

Lorp Justice James.—We never include anything. We never
give any special diréction as to that. You will have your costs below
and here.

Mr. Pearson.—I am not quite sure. It depends upon whether the
motion was reserved for the hearing. Imean that your Lordship means
to give them if necessary. We were ordered to pay them in the Court
below. That is the reason that I ask for them here.

Lorp JusTiCE James.—You will have your costs. They will, ot
course, include any costs of the injunction.

Mr. Pearson.—Then, my Lord, I do not know whether your Lord-
ship will give me the costs of the shorthands writer’s notes.

Lorp JusTice James.—That we never do; it requires a very
strong case.

Mr. Grasse.—A very strong case.
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Bilag-strest .....percennaies
BIlver-Btreet cocvireiriainnies] ou
Bt AnD'B-road .ovcerrsnran) s
Btepney-green v vcasres] o»
8t. Dunstan's-road ....ovnei| o
Boeptre-street ...............
Bt. Thomas-road ............
Bternfield-street ... .......
Bmith-atreab. . ......o0cumines
8t. Paul’s-road...............
Btayners-road ...ccoecoeseeie] a4
Shipwright's-buildings ...| ..
Bt Peter's-street ooveeieeees] oo
Bingle-place .........ccavevans| .
Trinity-ptreel ...cocevvsinnne oo
Tollit-sfreet ...ocvieienrannas] oe
Tredegar-8qUare ...........:|

Thomeas-street .......coveeeee] oo
Turner-street .........oee...|

Turner's-road ........... o] «-
Terrace-place ...............| ..
Union-street.......ccoovveeeea| 1
LG RTe o ) 7T E— i |
Union-buildings ............| .. |
Upper York-place ......... el :
Yincent-streat .ooocevniarann B R (1
Victoria-buildings .........[ ..
Varden-street .....cccoveeess] o
Nernon-1oad ....cccuneeeansam
Welleslay-street ......oun0u
Workhotss ...ccovcvvmrimrnes
William-street ..ooeeerinnnes
White Horse-lane ......... |
Wentworth-road ............ |
“iveﬁt-ﬂ-t-mt R
Washington-street .........
Waostover-streat ....ocieeee.
Woodizon-strest .....cc..e...
Willow-streat ..cvcevevianeed] o
Wellington-street........ L LIS
Wilson-atreet ....cc.oes] =
Walden-street .....ccovveveaa] -
York-streat ....oorsssnsvinse 3
Tork-ploce. .....oocneniancnsnss 4
va | York-cotbages .......ccoeins] o4
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Medway-road ..............| .
Myrdle-street ...... ........| .
Hmtﬂ-ﬁﬂﬂ'ﬂhﬂﬂt EEfunnannan ]

" o woow
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Morgan-street ...........
Maidment-street .......... ey
Neow-street ......ccoceevenven ]
Newbold-street .
North-street and square...
Norfolk-street .........coo00.
Nottingham-place
Nelson-strest ...............
Neats-cottages ..............
New York-street ...... .....| ..
Old Church-road ............ | 4
Oxford-street ..... Cha | 1
Ocean-street ..., pner e
Plummera-row ..........
Prospect-place ......
Portland-street
Pola-street  ...ccvicininiinnns
Pauls-road........cc.oeereneens
Portman-place...............
Peters-street  ......
Providence-place ............
Philpot-street ....
Perth-street .............000ns
Pedley's-orchard ............
Patterson-strect ...
Pearl-strest .........co.coeuns
Pﬂk‘mn‘i FEE RSB Gu s dAbEE AR mEn
Pelican-passage ............
8uaunnbmat
ueen's-court ...............
LS
Hobert-street ...............
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N.B.—The street nomenclature has been considerably altered since the epidemic
of 1877—8, but to facilitate comparison the old names are here used in many




























