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The rates made in April, for the half-year to Michaelmas,
were based upon a rateable value of £343,605, and those
for the half-year to Lady-day, upon a rateable value of
£343,690.

The amounts required by the Guardians of the Holborn
Union were £24,036 in the first, and £20,520 in the second
half-year, towards which the Parish of Clerkenwell received
from the Common Poor Fund £4,769 1s. 6d. and £5,938

2s. 2d. in the first and second half-years respectively.

The precept of the Metropolitan Board of Works for the
year was for the sum of £10,310 14s. 0d, and that of the
School Board of £11,999 1s. 10d.

The Police precepts for the year amounted to
£7,004 18s. 4d.

It will thus be seen that of the £87,402 raised during
the year, the sum of £63,163 was required by bodies
beyond the control of the Vestry.

Valuation List.—The past year was that in which it
was the duty of the Vestry to make a new Valuation of the
rateable hereditaments of the Parish, under the provisions
of the Valuation (Metropolis) Act, 1869. The net result
of this Valuation has been to raise the total rateable value
from £343,505 to £350,380. The assessment of the Metro-
politan Railway’s, the Gas Light and Coke Company’s, and the
New River Company’s works, were placed in the hands of
professional valuers, Messrs. Castle & Son, the result being
that the rateable value of the Railway was raised £4,809,—
from £22,000 to £26,809; that of the Gas Co. £959,—
from £8,458 to £9,417; while, in consequence of the
operation of Torrens’ Act, making the rateable value the
basis of charge for water rates, the ~afeable value of the
New River Company’s works has been reduced, on appeal
to the Assessment Sessions, from £11,116 to £11,074, a
reduction of £42,
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In connection with the Quinquennial Valuation, an
important question has been decided, affecting not only
this Parish, but every Parish in the country, viz., that of
the assessment of the Board Schools.

Notices of objection were given by the School Board,
claiming reductions in the value of all their schools in the

Parish, as follows :—

B BEal . . from £1264 to £300 gross.
Bowling Green Lane.......... » £500 to £200 ,,
Penfon Grove. .. ... .......... 5 | E51%to £150
Risinghill Street ............ 5y  £796 to £300 ,,
Eagle Court ........000000e o £450 to £200 ,,
Winchester Street............ , £785to £350 ,,
Compton Street .............. ;s £1200 to £350 ,,

£5507  £1850
aud that the several rateable values be reduced accordingly.

When these Appeals came on before the Union Assess-
ment Committee, i1t appeared that the School Board
contemplated carrying a case to the Court of Queen’s
Bench to settle the question as to the principle upon which
these schools should be assessed.

The present assessments were therefore confirmed, subject
to the decision of the Court.

The School Board therefore took a case in Shoreditch as a
test case, and in the Queen’s Bench Division, on the 22nd
December, their appeal against a decision of the Assessment
Sessions was heard, as to the principle to be adopted in
assessing Board Schools. The Assessment Committee of
Shoreditch had assessed the Schools in St. John’s Road,
Hoxton, upon the usual principle of 4 per cent. on the value
of the land, and 5 per cent. on the cost of the buildings,
a principle which was upheld by the Assessment Sessions.
A case for the decision of the Queen’s Bench Division was
thereupon stated, the School Board contending that in esti-
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mating the rent which the premises would fetch, they should
not be included among the possible tenants, and that the
premises should be rated at a sum which a hypothetical
tenant might be willing to give; and also that, even
supposing the rent represented by a percentage of the cost
were paid by the Board to a landlord, such sum did not
represent the rateable value, as the premises were incapable
of beneficial occupation in the hands of the Board.

The Court, however, decided that, in estimating the value,
the School Board should not be excluded from the list of
hypothetical tenants, and that, in the absence of more
precise methods for ascertaining the gross and rateable
value, that of taking a percentage on the cost was a

reasonable and fair one, and the order of the Sessions was
upheld.

The School Board then carried the question to the Court
of Appeal, who confirmed the decision of the Court below.

Tt will be seen that as the Board Schocls in the Parish
are rated at between £5000 and £6000, the question is one
of considerable importance and interest to this Parish.

Taxation of Ground Rents.—The Vestry passed a
resolution in December, 1885, expressing the opinion that
powers should be obtained to rate the ground rents of
London in aid of the Metropolitan Consolidated Rate and
the local Sewer Rates, and presented a Memorial to the
Government to effect this object.

Artizans’ Dwellings Acts, 1868—1882. Tt was stated
in the last Annual Report that with regard to two areas in
the Parish— Bolton Court, and some obstructive buildings
in St. John’s Square in connection with the Bishop’s Court
arca—the owners had called upon the Vestry to purchase
their interests, which claims were under consideration. In
regard to the latter, proceedings have been abandoned owing
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to informality, but in regard to Bolton Court, the owner
submitted his claim to the Vestry, which was not acceded to,
and an Arbitrator, Mr. R. C. Driver, was appointed by the
Local Government Board to adjudicate upon the matter, and
his award was received by the Vestry on the 25th March.
This closed the proceedings so far as the year now under
view 18 concerned.

While on this subject, a short resumé of an Act passed in
the Session of 1885, the Housing of the Working Classes
Act, so far as 1t concerns this Parish, may not be out of place.

The first part of the Act provides for the adoption of
the Labouring Classes Lodging Houses Acts, 1851 to 1867,
by the Commissioners of Sewers for the City, and by the
Metropolitan Board of Works for the rest of the Metropolis,
subject to the approval of the Home Secretary. These
Acts give power to Town Councils and Local Boards to
provide lodging houses for the working classes, and to
borrow money for the purpose from the Public Works
Loan Commissioners for a period of forty years. The
expenses are to be defrayed out of the Dwelling House
Improvement Fund, under the Artizans’ and Labourers’
Dwellings Improvement Act, 1875 ; and power is given to
the Treasury to sell the sites of Millbank and Pentonville
Penitentiaries, and to the Middlesex Magistrates to sell the
sites of Coldbath Fields Prison or the House of Detention,
to the Metropolitan Board of Works, at a fair market
price. Clause 11 appears to define the market price to be
the best that can reasonably be obtained, having regard to
the purpose to which the land is to be applied.

An important amendment is made in Torrens’ Acts by
clause 4, which takes away the power of an owner, who
has been called upon to execute works, or to demolish any

premises, to require the local authority to purchase such
premises.
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Another important provision is made by clause 5. This
clause provides that where a difference of opinion exists
between the Metropolitan Board of Works and a Vestry or
District Board as to whether an area should be dealt with
under Torrens’ Acts or Cross’'s Acts, or in other words,
whether the Vestry or the Metropolitan Board of Works
should carry out the work, an arbitrator may be appointed
by the Home Secretary to hold an enquiry, and to report
upon the question. Power is also given to such arbitrator
to report that in the event of the area being dealt with by
the Vestry under Torrens’ Acts, the Metropolitan Board of
Works ought to contribute towards the expense. After
receiving the arbitrator’s report, the Home Secretary may
Jecide under which Acts the case is to be dealt with. 1t
also provides that where an arbitrator, under Cross’s Act,
has determined the amount of compensation, no appeal
trom his decision to a jury shall be made without the con-
sent of the High Court of Justice.

Power is given to the Public Works Loan Commissioners
to grant loans for the execution of the various Artizans’
Dwellings Acts, at a minimum rate of 31 per cent. This

power, however, ceases in 188§.

(lause 7 is somewhat vague. It purposes to lay down
the general duty of a local authority to put in force the
laws relating to public health and local government, with
which it is invested, ¢ as occasion may arise,” but 1s very
general in its terms, and seems an odd mixture of permissive

and compulsory legislation.
Clause 9 extends the provisions of the Sanitary Act,

1866, to tents and vans used for human habitation, and
provides for their inspection by the Sanitary authority.

Clause 12 staies that in any contract, made after the
passing of the Act, for letting for habitation by persons of
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the working classes a house or part of a house, there shall
be implied a coudition that the house is, at the commence-
ment uf the holding, in all respects reasnnabl}f fit for human
habitation, and the operation of the clause 1s confined fo
the letting of a house or part of a house at a rent, in London,

. not exceeding £20 per annum.

Demolition of Prisons.,— With regard to the removal of
the House of Detention and the Cold Bath Fields Prison,
the Vestry are strongly of opinion that some portion at
least of each of these sites should be retained as an open
space, and they therefore strongly urged this point on the
Metropolitan Board of Works, so that it might be kept in
view if negociations were opened for the acquisition of the
sites by that Board.

In Februarv last, the Vestry appointed a Deputation to
wait upon the Home Secretary to urge the immediate
demolition of the Prisons. The Home Secretary, however,
declined to receive the Deputation, stating that the matter
was under his consideration. The Vestry therefore again
wrote to the Home Secretary, urging a reconsideration of
the price (£180,000) at present asked by the Government
for the site, it being, in the opinion of the Vestry, altogether
prohibitory. A question upon the matter was also put to
the Home Secretary, by Mr. Howard Spensley, M.P., at
the request of the Vestry, which was answered by the
Under Secretary, Mr. Broadhurst, in the following terms:

“ My hon. friend appears to think that these prisons are at my
o dmpoaa.l and that I have only to order them to be pulled down.
“This is not the case. My first duty was to offer to reconvey them
‘“ to the County authorities. A few days ago I received their tinal
‘““ refusal. It is now my business to sell them on the best terms I
““can, and the statute prescribes what shall be done with the
» eeds. Negociations for their sale are now proceeding.

idering the many interests involved, I cannot precipitate my
“ action, but I will tell my hon. friend thn the sale i3 effected.”
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The matter was at this stage at the close of the period
to which this report relates.

Green Terrace Site for Board School.-—In August,
1885, the Vestry found that, notwithstanding the great
opposition which had been shown to the retention of the
Green Terrace Site by the School Board, and the action of
the School Board itself, referred to in the last report, n
making application to the Education Department to
abandon the site, and to select a site south of Exmouth
Street, or to reconstruct and enlarge the Bowling Green
Lane School, there was an evident determination on the
part of certain Members of the School Board to retain the
site if possible. The Vestry therefore, with a Deputation of
the inhabitants, again waited upon the Education Depart-
ment and again presented a Memorial upon the subject, and
were received by Sir Henry Holland, Bart., M.P., when he
stated that he would do what he could, but that until the
School Board took action to provide another site, the Depart-
ment was almost powerless in the matter. The Vestry, how-
ever, are pleased to say that on the 24th November they
received a letter from the Department announcing the
abandonment of the site, the Waterloo Place site, adjoining
Bowling Green Lane School, being substituted for it.

Colney Hatch Lane, Muswell Hill.—With reference
to the statement in the last report that it was understood the
Metropolitan Board of Works have come to an arrangement
with the Friern Barnet Local Board to take the drainage of
the houses in Colney Hatch Lane belonging to this Parish,
the Vestry regret that this arrangement appears to have
fallen through. The Metropolitan Board of Works made a
suggestion to the Friern Barmet Local Board, which was
to the effect that that body should admit into its system of
drainage the sewage of the out-lying portion of Clerkenwell

.Jl._._..-.l_-.....‘\‘-—-L. -ﬂﬂ

e
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upon condition of the Metropolitan Board making an
annual contribution, based on the rateable value of the out-
lying area, it appearing to the Board that this was the best
and most practicable method of providing for the drainage
of the area referred to. The Board, however, received
a reply to the effect that the Friern Barnet Local Board
was not then in a position to enter into an arrangement for
dealing with such sewage, and afterwards a further letter
was received inquiring whether the Board would consent
to the Local Board taking over the detached portion of
Clerkenwell for all purposes.

A similar letter was also received from the Friern Barnet
Local Board by the Vestry. Upon an order to that effect
being made by the Local Government Board the out-lying
district would cease to form part of Clerkenwell, and would
thenceforth form part of the parish of Friern Barnet, and
it would at the same time cease to form part of the
Metropolis as defined by the Metropolis Local Managemeat
Act.

The Metropolitan Board, before expressing any opinion
upon the point to the Friern Barnet Local Board, invited
the Vestry’s opinion upon the matter.

The Vestry gave careful consideration to the subject, and
found that the rates at present derived from the district
amount to about £250 per annum, and making an
allowance of £100 per annum for charges of maintenance of
roadway, lighting, &c., a net contribution of £150 per
annum 1s made to the rates, which will be increased in the
future, as the place becomes more developed for building
purposes.

Having regard to all the interests concerned, the Vestry
deemed it inexpedient to accede to the proposal.
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It is understood that the Metropolitan Board of Works
are in communication with the Hornsey ILoecal Board, with
the view to the latter Board admitting the drainage into
their system.

Subsidence of Metropolitan Railway Tunnel.—Con-
siderable alarm was occasioned in December last by the
subsidence of the Tunnel of the Metropolitan Railway in
Euston Road, in the adjoining Parish of St. Pancras. A
Board of Trade Officer being appointed to inspect same, the
Vestry asked that such inspection might be continued
through so much of the Tunnel as is in this Parish. The
Inspector’s Report was forwarded to the Vestry early in
January, and contained a statement that the tunnels which
carry both theold main lines, and the widened lines, between
King’s Cross and Farringdon Street, were inspected, and
that no signs of settlements in any of the walls or arches
could be discovered.

Christ’s Hospital.— The Vestryhave had under considera-
tion a scheme of the Charity Commissioners, for the future
management of Christ’s Hospital, under which Scheme the
Churchwardens and Overseers would be deprived of their
right and privilege, under the will of Giles Russell, of
electing three boys from the Parish for presentation to the
School, and in Lieu thereof two boys and one girl in Public
Elementary Schools are to be eligible by competitive
examination only. The Churchwardens and Overseers
opposed the Scheme, but the Vestry approved it, adding to
their representation to the Charity Commissioners an
expression of opinion that, having regard to the increased
value of the endowment property, more boys should be
elected from the Parish. The Vestry have received a com-
munication from the Charity Commissioners stating that
they have approved the scheme, and have forwarded it to
the Education Department for their confirmation.
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Members for the Borough of Finsbury.-—ITaving regard
fo the identity of interest existing between the Parishes of
Holborn, St. Luke’s, and Clerkenwell, constituting the three
divisions of the new Borough of Finsbury, under the Redis-
tribution of Seats Act, inasmuch as they are vnited for Poor
Law, School Board, and other purposes, the Vestry thought
it desirable that a united feeling should exist between the
local authorities and the representatives of the divisions of
the Borough, and the Members, the Hon. Howard Spensley,
Central (Clerkenwell) Division; James Bigwood, Esq.,
Eastern (St. Luke’s) Division ; and Col. Duncan, C.B., R.A.,
Helborn Division, attended aneeting of the Vestry on the

7th January by invitation, when each made a short address
to the Vestry.

Of the Bills introduced into the past Session of Parliament
affecting the Vestry, and the Vestry’s action thereon, the
following is a brief summary:—

Beer Adulteration Bill.—Which provided that every
person selling beer brewed from or containing any
ingredients other than hops and malt from barley, shall keep
~ conspicuously posted at the bar a legible notice stating what
~ other ingredients are contained in such beer, on penalty of
a fine of 40/- for the first offence, and £10 for any sub-
- sequent offence, to be recovered by any informer. The
- Vestry approved the Bill and presented a Petition to Par-
liament in favour of same, but the Bill was thrown out on
~ the second reading.

~ Metropolitan Board of Works (Fire Brigade Ex-
- penses) Bill.—This Bill provided for an increase of the
- Fire Brigade Rate levied by the Metropolitan Board of
- Works from the present sum of one halfpenny in the pound
- %o a sum of one penny in the pound, and for an increase in
~ the contribution of the Fire Insurance Companies from £35

'
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to £40 per million pounds insured by them. It appears
that the present halfpenny rate produces about £72,000
per annum, and that the Insurance Companies now pay
abont £25,000 per annum towards the expenses of the Fire
Brigade. The Bill proposes to inecrease the rate to one
penny or an additional £72,000 per annum, and to 1ncrease
the Companies’ Contribution by some £3,500 per annum.
The Vestry felt that this was a very inadequate proportion
to be paid by the Companies, and they therefore expressed
the opinion that if any increase over the present halfpenny
in the pound be required, it should be met by the Insurance
(‘ompanies.

Charterhouse Bill.—This Bill, introduced into the
House of Lords, makes provision for the sale or lease of
the Middlesex Estate of the Governors of Sutton’s Hospital
in Charterhouse.  Application has been made by the
Governors to the Charity Commissioners for a scheme for
the more beneficial disposition of the endowments of the
Hospital ; and to that end for the removal from the
Hospital of the Poor Brothers hitherto maintained therein,
and for the establishment of a system of out pensions in
lieu thereof, and hence the proposal to sell or otherwise

ose of the remainder of their Iistate.

The Bill was considered by the Vestry, with the view
to efforts being made to secure some portion of the site as

an ‘‘open space.”

By clause 4 of the Bill, it was provided that the |

Governors ‘‘ may set apart and appropriate for the forma-

tion of streets, roads or open space, any part or parts of |
the land,” subject to the consent of the Court of Chancery -

or the Charity Commissioners, and also that by clause 5
they may lay out the disused burial ground as an ornamental

R
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garden or recreation ground, and may hand it over to the
City Corporation or the Metropolitan Board of Works for
preservation and management.

Inasmuch as the only portion of the site definitely
mentioned in the Bill as being reserved for an open space
~ was the Burial Ground, which covers about half an acre
out of the five and a half of which the site consists, the
Vestry felt that some effort should be made to induce the
City Corporation or the Metropolitan Board of Works to
acquire the site or a large portion of it, ard they therefore
communicated with the Governors of the Charity, calling
attention to the desirability of preserving the greater
portion as an open space, asking them to extend Clause o
for the purpose, and they also presented a petition to the
same effect to the House of Commons. The Bill was
however withdrawn.

Metropolitan Board of Works (Keeping of Firewood)
Bill.—The object of this Bill was to enable the Metropolitan
Board of Works to make bye-laws for the safe keeping of
firewood, and to provide that no person shall keep firewood
for sale above an aggregate quantity of two thousand cubic
feet, without a license from the Board, under a penalty of

~ £20 a day.

The Vestry had before them a communication from
the Firewood Merchants’ Association, submitting reasons
against the passing of the Bill, first, that the proposed
restrictions are unnecessary, and secondly, that the passing
of the Bill would practically drive the trade away from
the Metropolis, and throw a large and industrious class of
~ persons out of employment.

Having considered the subject, the Vestry resolved to
present a petition to Parliament against the Bill as being
an unnecessary and vexatious interference with a struggling
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industry, at present affording employment to a large
number of poor people in the Metropolis, but the Metro-
politan Board of Works withdrew th~ Bill before that

course was adopted.

Hampstead Heath Enlargement Bill, 1886,—This Bill
provided for the acquisition by the Metropolitan Board of
Works, of Parliament Hill, Parliament Fields, the Elms
Estate, and the East Park Estate, and their addition to
Hampstead Heath, to be preserved as an open space, and
with this view proposed to empower the City Corporation,
the Vestries and District Boards, the Charity Commissioners,
and the Trustees of the London Parochial Charities, to
make a contribution towards the purchase money for the
Estates.

While quite agreeing with the object of the Bill, the
Vestry could not undertake to make any contribution
towards the expenses of carrying out the Act.

Smoke Nuisance Abatement (Metropolis) Bill.—This
Bill, introduced into the House of Lords by Lord Stratheden
and Campbell, proposed to confer upon the Vestries and
District Boards of the Metrapolis the power of making bye-
laws for prohibiting or regulating the emission of smoke
from any building within their respective districts, which
bye-laws are subject to confirmation by a Secretary of
State. A large discretion is left to the local authorities in
framing their bye-laws. Thus they may exempt properties
below a certain rateable value, or prescribe the hours of
the day in which smoke emission shall be unlawful, or may
make any other restrictions or provisions they may deem
expedient, and may provide for penalties in respect of first
and continued offences, and the local authorities are to be
the sole agents for carrying out the Act.
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By Clause 5 if is intended to empower the Metropolitan
Bn-ﬂrd of Works to make bye-laws for requiring any fire
place or furnace to be used in any building erected after
the passing of the Act, to be so counstructed as to effectually
consume all smoke arising therefrom.

The Vestry, however, were of opinion that sufficient
powers are already invested in the police to abate nuisances
arising from smoke, and they deem it inexpedient to
interfere further with the sub ect at present, and they
therefore presented a petition against the Bill.

These Bills, however, are suspended owing to the dissolu-
tion of Parliament, but will be taken up at their present
stage on the meeting of the new Parliament.

Tramway Schemes.—The following Schemes were
introduced into Parliament during the past Session :—

Norra MerroporrtaN Tramways, No. 1.—To continue
the line just laid in Clerkenwell Road through Theobald’s
Road, &ec. to Hart Street, Bloomsbury, to lay a tramway
along Gray’s Inn Road from Holborn Town Hall to
Holhnrn and to connect the existing line in Clerkenwell
" Road with the tramways authorised by the London Street

Tramwa}fa (Exteasions) Act, 1885, to be laid in Farringdon
Rﬂa

The last of these projects is the only one which is in the
Parish, and the Vestry approved the Scheme, subject to the
~usual undertaking on the part of the Company as to com-
- pensation for paving taken to by them.

Norta MerroroLiTAN Traymwayvs, No. 2.—The only
portion of this Scheme which affected Clerkenwell is that
- which proposed to construct a double line of tramway in
Goswell Road, in lieu of the existing single line between




20

Percival Street and Compton Street, and for that purpose
to widen the carriageway of Goswell Road on the west side
batween these two streets. After negotiations with the St.
Luke’s Vestry as to the giving up of a portion of the foot-
way on their (the east) side to which they would not consent,
the Vestry gave their consent to the Scheme subject to an
agreement with the Company that in the event of the Act
peing obtained no works shall be carried out in connection
with the Scheme without the sanction and approval of the
Vestry, and that the Company undertake to acquire the
private land from the Improved Industrial Dwellings
Company, and bear all costs and charges of every deseription
in connection with the acquisition of the land, its adaptation
to the public use, and the handing over of it to the Vestry
when the alteration is complete.

Norra Loxpox Tramways Scueme.—This is practically
the same Scheme as was introduced into the last Session of
Parliament under the title of the Metropolitan Central
Tramways Scheme.

It proposes to commence in Seven Sisters Road by a
junction with the existing North London Tramway, passing
along Finsbury Park Road, Somerfield Road, Ambler Road,
Avenell Road, Gillespie Road, Drayton Park, Palmer Place,
St. James’ Road, Roman Road, Hemingford Road, Richmond
Road, Barnsbury Road, Penton Street, Claremont Square,
and Amwell Street, terminating at River Street. |

The Vestry gave its assent to the Scheme upon certain
conditions, but the promoters were unable to obtain the
consent of the Metropolitan Board of Works, and the Scheme
was consequently abandoned.

Municipal Government of London.—No further attempt
has been made by the Government during the year to deal
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with this subject, but sundry conferences have been held
by the local authorities in which this Vestry has taken
paxt.

Overhead Wires.—A heavy fall of snow on the 6tk
January, 1886, had the effect of bringing into prominence
the dangers arising from the breaking of overhead wires,
for great numbers in the Metropolis were broken by the
snow fall.

The Metropolitan Board of Works took the matter up
as to accidents, and the expediency of measures being
taken, by legislation or otherwise, to secure greater safety
to the publie, and asked for information of any damage
which may have been caused by the breakage of overhead
wires within the area under the Vestry’s control.

The Board of Works for the Wandsworth District also
drew attention to the matter, and suggested that having
regard to the report of the Select Committee of the Housa
of Commons of May last to the effect that the risk of
danger to the public from overhead wires had been very
greatly exaggerated, the several road authorities of the
Metropolis should ascertain and record the particulars of
all cases of wires being broken in their respective distriets,
with the view of the information being used on behalf of
such authorities in the event of the introduction into
Parliament of a Bill authorising the construction of over-
head Telegraph and Telephone wires on the basis of the
recommendations contained in the Parliamentary Report
above mentioned.

The Surveyor subsequently laid before the Vestry the
letters he had received in answer to his enquiries, by which
it appeared that Post Office wires were broken, as follows :
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From St. John’s Lane to St. John’s Square, three wires.

St. John’s Square to Clerkenwell Green Post Office, one
wire.

Across Myddelton Square, one wire.
Across Claremont Square, one wire.
Across Northampton Square, one wire.

The United Telephone Company stated that they were
not in a position to give the information asked for.

Steam Rollers.—In the early part of the yecar, the Gas
Light and Coke Company obtained an injunction against
the Vestry of Kensington, restraining them from using
Steam Rollers in such a way as to injure the pipes and
mains of the Company, and the decision was afterwards
upheld by the Court of Appeal. The Company in June,
1885, served upon this Vestry a notice holding them
responsible for any injury that may result to their mains and
pipes from the methods adopted for repairing the streets.

The Vestry in November appointed dele :ates to a Con-
ference at the Kensington Vestry Hall to endeavour to
obtain legislative relief in respect of such r.strictions.

Disused Graveyards and the Unemployed.—In the
carly part of 1886, in consejuence of the great depression
in trade and the severe wea'her, the Vestry had before them
letters from the Local Government Board and Lord
Brabazon, Chairman of the Metropolitan Public Gardens
Association, upon the question of the desirability and
practicability of finding work for the unemployed by laying
out the disused graveyards of the Parish as open spaces.

The graveyards of St. James, Cl.erkanwell, and St. James,
Pentonville, are the only ones in the Parish capable of |

{
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being dealt with in this manner, and the Vestry are strongly
of opinion that it is most desirable that the improvement
should be carried out.

With regard to St. James, Pentonville, the Vestry are
informed that the Trustees of the Church are already in

- communication with the Vicar of that Church upon the

subject, and they therefore adjourned the consideration of
the matter, pending the result of the negociations,

With regard to St. James, Clerkenwell, the Vestry
decided to make an application to the Trustees of the

- Church for their consent to the laying out of the Church-

yard as an open space, and at the same time to the cutting
off of the south east corner of the Churchyard so as to allow
the very narrow thoroughfare at this point to be widened.
They have instructed their Solicitors to take steps for

obtaining the necessary faculty for the work to be carried
out.

While on the subject of depression in trade, it may be
noted that the Vestry requested the Royal Commission on
the depression of trade to call representatives of the staple
trades of the Parish to give evidence on the subject, but no
reply has yet been received to such communication.

Sanitary Condition of the Parish.— The Report of the
Royal Commission on the Housing of the Working Classes
was issued in May, 1885. The action taken by the Vestry
in connection with the matter, and with the allegations -
made against the Vestry as a body prior to the issuing of
the Report, were fully set forth mn the last reporl, and all

 that took place since was the publishing of the following
 letter by the Vestry Clerk with regard to certain portions

of his evidence to which the attention of the Vestry was
called ; —
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REPORT OF THE ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE HOUSING
OF THE WORKING CLASSES.

VestrY HALL, CLERKENWELL,
May 13th, 1885.

To the Editor of the Standard and other Papers.

S,

The public press of Friday last quoted passages from the
Report of the Royal Commission, in one of which is the following :—
«This Vestry (Clerkenwell) consists of seventy-two members, of whom
¢ the average attendance is stated by Mr. Paget, the Vestry clerk, to
«be from twenty-five to thirty. There are on the Vestry thirteen or
« fourteen persons who are interested in bad or doubtful property, and
““they include several of the middlemen already referred to. There
‘i are, moreover, ten publicans on the Vestry, who, with the exception
t of one or two, have, in this parish, the reputation of working with
‘ the party who trade in insanitary property, and accordingly this
“party commands a working majority on the Vestry. Taking the
¢« house farmers alone, it 1s found, from Mr. Paget’s evidence, that they
‘« preponderate in very undue proportion on the most important Com-
¢ mittees of the Vestry. On the Works Committee there are ten out
¢ of fourteen house farmersreferred to, on the Assessment Committee
« ggven out of the fourteen appear.”

From the wording of this paragraph, and especially in the absence
of the marginal references to the witnesses, as in the Report, it is gene-
rally read as my evidence—-as if I was the author of this statement. Per-
mit me, therefore, to say very emphatically it is not so. The original
authority for such statements must belooked for elsewhere, and to that
authority I leave the ‘ reputation” of them. In the course of along and
severe examination and cross-examination upon this subject I stated, in
offect, in reply to questions, that I believed a good many members of the
Vestry were fortunate ecough to be owners of house and other pro-
perty—at least, I hoped so. That I was of opinion that owners of pro-
perty were proper persons fo be a majority of a Board having the
administration of local affairs. That I was convinced that this was the
belief of the parishioners generally, from the fact of such gentlemen
being repeatedly elected to the Vestry. That I thought the more
property aman had in the parish the more fitted he was, as a rule, to
take part in local affairs. Asked about publicans being in the Vestry
and on Committees, I stated that there were some, but not the number
which had been quoted elsewhere. That I gave it as my decided
opinion that they were, asa rule, as well qualified to be on Committees,
and quite as eligible as others, because they were, as a class, good
business men, and the highest rated people in the parish, and there-
fore had the most at stake. That T thought it would be an extraor-
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dinary thing to find a like public Board in the Metropolis without
publicans, many of whom had held high and honoarable positions in
parochial work.

With regard to the preponderance of the owners of let-out houses
on the Committees in *“ undue proportion,” I must point out that, ad-
mitting, for the purpose of argument only, that the numbers stated are
correct, the Committee of Works consists of fwenty-one members [not
Jourteen only as stated above ], but its duties are entirely confined to the
rtate of the roads and work of that character ; while on the Assessment
Committee there are fwenty-nine members [not fourteen only as stated
above|, and seven can, therefore, hardly, by any straining of
language, be celled a ‘““preponderance” of house farmers on
that Committee, and it is, therefore, unfortunate for the Report, on
this particular point, that it should attempt to bring discredit upon the
Vestry as a whole, and upon the gentlemen who own let-out houses in
parficular, by stating that the latter are upon the above committees
which hﬂ.pﬁ:en to have nothing whatever to do with the sanitary con-
dition of the dwellings in the parish. This I stated in my evidence,
and I therefore the more regret to see it made a feature of in the Re.
port, because the inference to be drawn from the statement appears to
me to be uncalled for and undeserved.

With regard to sanitary administration, it will be found in the
evidence I gave, or handed in, speaking from nearly thirty years’ ex-

rience as Vestry Clerk in this parish, that through the incessant la.

urs of the Vestry and its Sanitary Committees, the sanitary condi-
tion of the parish has been vastly improved during that time. That
the death-rate in Clerkenwell, is now only 16.9, or, allowing for deaths
in workhouses and hospitals, 19.8 per thousand, the mortality for all
London being 20.4—the death-rate for Clerkenwell, therefore, being
nearly equal to that of the West District (19.5), and much less than
that of the Central Districts (23.2), of which it forms part. And Sir
Charles Dilke, in his letter to the Vestry on the 24th of March last
year, after visiting the locality, added the remark, which is g weighty
testimony, that—* It is undoubtedly true that the parish is a
healthy one.”

During the above period, (since 1856, ) the Vestry have spent nearly
twenty-eight thousand pounds in sanitary works alone, besides which
they have, under the powers of the Sanitary Act, 1866, erected a mor.
tuary, (probably the Lest in London, ) with coroner’s court, post-mortem

- and other rooms, with all modern appliances, and a patent disinfect-

ing oven, at a cost of nearly three thousand pounds, to which a great
number of bodies are removed annually from the dwellings of the poor,
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A mortuary keeper is also paid and resides close by. This mortuary

has proved to be an lmmense hoon to the poor, more especially in cases
of death from infectious disease.

And here should be recollected the kindness of the Marquis of

orthampton in granting the Vestry a piece of land for the purpose,
at a nominal ground rent, which got over an almost insurmountable
difficulty at the tize. |

Tt will thus be seen that notwithstanding the excessively heavy tax-
ation for other purposes in this parish (including new paving and
other street improvements, at a cost of some £150,000, which has ren-
dered this parish, consisting of about 380 acres, the Rateabie Value
of which has nearly doubled of late years, one of the best paved in
London), the Sanitary Committees of past years, and the Vestry, have
not been unmindful of sanitary requirements, and when the elected of
the people thus voluntarily tax themselves it is impossible that I could
in my evidence make or endorse any statement implying that there 18
any combination between the *“house farmers’” and *‘publicans,” or any
other class, having for its object the mal-administration of the parish,
whether the numbers on the Vestry or committees, as quoted, be right
or wrong—statements which have been recklessly madelocally, and
have misled people in high places, and dono the parish a great and
unmerited injury in the estimation of the public.

A feature is made in the Report that, according to my evidence, we
have two sanitary inspectors, and an assistant-inspector, the latter of
whom was * something in the jewellery trade.” True. But I stated he was
employed mainly as a messenger, 1o deliver Vestry notices, &e., but that,
being an active and intelligent man, his spare time was often utilised
by the medical officer of health to assist the other two inspectors in
looking up sanitary matters for the medical officer’s information, and
that T thought a man of good common sense sufficient for that purpose.®

A feature is also made in the Report that (Nerkenwell has not been
sufficiently alive to the 35th clause of the Sanitary Act of 1866, em
powering the Vestry to make regulations for houses let in tenements
or occupied by more than one family, and quoting Chelsea and Hack-
ney, as examples in this respect. But the Report has unfortunately
forgotten to notice the fact that Clerkenwell was perhaps foremost in
being alive to the provisions of the same Act, which empowers proper
Mortuaries to be provided, and which Clerkenwell has done in a man-
ner which has elicited expressions of admiration from many visitors
from other Sanitary authorities, and which might perhaps he an ex-
ample to both Chelsea and Hackney.

# The above quotation, in the Report, without the context, is caluul;teﬁ
to create an erroneous impression of what T said, hence my remark here,

i i e i s . e
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The Vestry would have been glad tosee any evidence given in favour
of Clerkenwell noticed in the Report, as well as any against.

With regard to the regulations referred to above, I stated that Idid
not vegard their non-adoption recently as a refusal to adopt any
regulations, but that, like so many other vestries, they felt chary of
trenching unduly upon the liberty of the subject, and that it was not
impﬂasib%a the Vestry might yet formulate a code of rules for the
purpose.

The postponement of the adoption of these regulations is about the
only occasion within my memory when the Vestry has hesitated to
adopt the recommendations of their Sanitary Committee, beyond a
little wholesome ecriticism, notwithstanding any allegations to the

contrary, the rule being rather to accept them unquestioned, even at
the risk sometimes of overstepping the law.

It is only due tothe Vestry, as the responsible Local Sanitary
Authority, and their sanitary committees, in answer to charges of su-
pineness, to point to the precautionary measures they have always
taken on the threatened approach of any epidemic disease, under the
advice of the Medical Officer of Health, and the extraordinary gnergy
and zeal displayed in presence of the cholera visitation in Iﬂéa’f. to
which there has been no parallel since the formation of the Vestry.

With regard to overcrowding and consequent high remts, I should
like to add the remarkable fact, that, although the parish is thickly
populated—there being about one hundred and eighty persons per
acre—we have always on our rate-books about two hundred empty houses,
many of them being in the immediate neighbourhood of the more
crowded and ‘‘ tenemented "’ parts of the parish.

I would add that the Report of the Royal Comimission would have
been all the more complete and interesting had one or two of the
“ house farmers ” referred to been called as witnesses to give #heir
version of what is laid to their charge, as some think they could have

rendered it a much less ex parte statement as to their alleged receipts
and profits from their holdings.

I regret having to tresgasa so much upon your space, which I would
not, and need not, have done had the Evidence been available at the
same time as the Report.

I am, Sir, your obedient Servant,

ROBERT PAGET, Vestry Clerk.

The Vestry Clerk’s evidence is added to this Report as
an Appendix by direction of the Vestry.
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In June, 1885, a letter was received from the Local
Glovernment Board, asking for the Vestry’slobservations on
a Report published by the Mansion House Council on the
Dwellings of the People with reference to the insanitary
condition of a number of houses in Clerkenwell. The
condition of No. 7, Baynes Court was about this time
engaging the attention of the Vestry and the Local Govern-
ment Board, and the Vestry invited the Local Government
Board to hold an enquiry into the sanitary condition of
these premises “ and any other tenement houses or premises
in the Parish which they may deem fit.”’ The matter was
transferred from the Local Government Board to the Home
Secretary, who appointed Mr. D. Cubitt Nichols as such
Inspector, and at the request of the Home Secretary, two
members of the Vestry, Mr. W. Robson and M. J. J. Goode,
were appointed to act with him. Mr. Nichols’ Report will
be found as an Appendix to this Report. The Report itself
sets out in full detail the action taken by the Vestry, the
Mansion House Council, and the other parties concerned,
and it is therefore unnccessary to recapitulate it here, but
it is only fair, after the serious charges made against the
members of the Vestry by Sir Charles Dilke and others, of
subordinating proper administration to their private ends,
that the paragraph in Mr. Nichols’ Report should be entered
here in which he says that although he thinks 1t most de-
sirable some additional sanitary precautions should be
adopted, he does not consider the Parish to be in a bad
sanitary condition.

Upon the Report being laid before the Vestry it was
referred to a Special Committee for consideration.

Cholera.—During the summer and autumn of 1885, the
Vestry again took every precaution against a visitation of
cholera, which, however, happily did not reach this
country, though it prevailed to a considerable extent on
the continent, especially in Spain.

By order, ROBERT PAGET,
Vestry Clerk.

o e i it
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received, being an average of £3 18s. per freight, against
£5 2s. 11d. last year, and £7 15s. 11d. the year before. 23
freights of hardcore have also been removed, for which barges
have been hired at a cost of £41 7s. 6d.

Slopping.—During the year 3947 loads of street sweepings
were removed from the Parish, 235 of which were collected late
on Saturday nights. 118 freights of street sweepings were
disposed of, 115 being sold for £147 12s. 6d., two being
removed free, and 10s. being paid for the removal of one.

Watering_—Tha watering was done mainly by the Vestry’s
staff, but for 71 days an average of 4.3 horses per day were
hired of Mr. Stubbs for the purpose.

Cartage_—The horses and carts have also been employed
during the year, in carting stone, gully refuse, &ec., the cost of
which, reckoning the horse, cart and man at 12s. 6d. per day,
would have amounted to £90.

In consequence of the exceptionally severe weather experienced
in January, February and March, and the heavy falls of snow,
additional horses had to be hired of Mr. Stubbs and Mr. Varney,
at a cost of £35 10s., to assist in the removal of the snow, and
a horse was hired of Mr. Rowley for 17 weeks during the
summer and autumn.

The Vestry during the year undertook its own wheelwright’s
work, in lieu of sending the carts and vans to a contractor for
repair, the cost of same will be found in the account below.

Horses, Vans and Carts.—The horses, vans and carts
remained at the close of the year as at the commencement, viz. :

17 horses, 11 vans, 10 carts and 12 water vans.

The fodder account amounts to £830 8s. 10d., being an
average of 18s. 5d. per horse per week,

T————
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Sixty-five private drains were let off by the Sewer-
men, at the expense of the owners of the premises
upon which the drains were stopped, for which the
sum of £6 10s. was received by the Vestry.

Complaint was made of the stench arising from the
ventilator of the sewer in Eagle Court, and the venti-
lator was consequently closed.

One new manhole was built in Compton Street, and
one in Green Terrace.

The whole of the pipe sewers in the Parish were
flushed by water supplied by the New River Company,
and the brick sewers, where practicable, by water
from the main sewers being turned through them by
means of flushing gates fixed in the sewers for that
purpose.

About 50 feet of 3 ft. 9 in. by 2 ft. 6 in. brick sewer
was constructed ia Allen Street at the expense of
Messrs. Carter, Paterson & Co.

HOUSE DRAINAGE.

The total number of premises drained were 209
(including 8 houses in the outlying portion of the
Parish at Muswell Hill) the details of which drainage
is shown upon 107 plans prepared for that purpose
and deposited in the Surveyor’s Office : these drains
consist of 3 12 inch, 24 9 inch, and 132 6 inch. One
old drain was trapped.

The amount of fees received for making the connec-
tions of the new drains to the sewers was £151 5s.
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PAVEMENTS.
CarrraGEWAYS,—The carriageway of Wellington
Street, Berkley Street, Rawstorne Place, and Saint
James’s Buildings, were paved with Val de Travers
Compressed Asphalte.

Part of the carriageway of Red Lion Street was
taken up, redressed and relaid.

886 yards super. of the carriageway of Goswell Road
was relaid in connection with the work carried out by
the North Metropolitan Tramways Company.

148 yards of the carriageway of City Road opposite
the “ Blue Coat Boy” and by the “ Angel”” was relaid
in conjunction with works executed by the Islington
Vestry.

Foorways.—The footways of Wellington Street,
Berkley Street, and Saint James’s DBuildings were
relaid and the deficiency made good with new York
stone, and Rawstorne Place was laid with new Patent
Victoria Stone Pavement, and a thoroughfare for
pedestrians formed into Buxton Street.

Half of the cost of repaving Rawstorne Place was
borne by the Brewers’ Company, and a moiety of £100
towards the expense of paving Wellington Street was

paid by Mr. Hare, the lessee of the houses in that
street.

Broap Yarp.—Mr. Milward, a Builder, took up the
pavement in Broad Yard, Turnmill Street, erected
scaffolding and constructed areas without making the
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necessary application to the Vestry to do so, the Vestry
therefore directed that he be proceeded against for con-
travening the Metropolis Local Management Act. Two
summonses were accordingly taken out and on Wed-
nesday, the 9th September last, at Clerkenwell Police
Court, Mr. Milward was fined 20 shillings and costs
for erecting the scaffold and £10 and costs for con-
structing the areas.

The paving was relaid throughout by the Vestry’s
workmen and the gradients considerably improved.

JOBBING WORKS.

For the maintenance and general repair of the
carriageways and footways of the Parish the following
materials have been used :—

Three tons of new Granite were laid.

Ballast 166 cube yards
Hoggin 102 o
Sand 172 o
Shingle 46 i

Broken Granite 654 yards, of which 1565 yards were
broken by the Vestry’s men.
6,442 ft. sup. new York were laid.

(Of which 736 ft. were for the various Companies)
49,971 ft. sap. old York relaid.

( Of which 12,221 ft. were for the various Cnmpames)
81 ft. sup. new Patent Victoria Stone were laid.

(Of which 44 ft. were for the various Companies)
262 ft. sup. Patent Victoria Stone relaid.

(Of which 190 ft. were for the various Companies)






H4

space by the Cab Rank in St. John Street Road and
to the centre of Clerkenwell Green,

I estimated that over 78,000 cubic yards of snow
fell upon the public ways of the Parish alone.

Complaint having been made to the Works Com-
mittee on 9th February, of the nuisance caused by the
snow being stacked on the places above referred to,
steps were taken to melt the snow by means of
numerous “ Fire Devils,” and the whole of the snow
was got rid of by February 20th. The total cost of
clearing the thoroughfares in the first place and melting
the snow as mentioned was about £170.

GRANVILLE StEPS, GRANVILLE SQUARE.—An iron
hand rail has been placed on either side of these steps

for the convenience of persons passing up and down
them.

TreEs.—Ten new trees were planted to replace a
similar number of dead ones.

LIGHTING.

The question having arisen as to whether the proper
quantity of gas was supplied by the Gas Light and
Coke Co. to the public lamps of the Parish, 24 burners
taken from various parts of the Parish by the Vestry’s
Gasfitter, were tested in my presence, the average
consumption of which was found to be 5.13 feet per
hour. The amount contracted for is 5 feet per hour.

The following additional public lamps have been
erected by the Vestry during the year:—
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Opposite No. 51, Exmouth Street.

Pine Street by Exmouth Street.

Farringdon Road N.E. corner of Exmouth Street
" ” N.W. » ” ”

Opposite No. 15, Guildford Street East.

Gianville Place by Granville Steps.

Penton Place by Pentonville Road.

Fryes Buildings, Field Court.

Permission has been granted for the following
private lamps :—
¢« White Hart ” P.H., Myddelton Street.
No. 290, Goswell Road.
,, 245, Pentonville Road.
Goswell Club, Compton Passage.
No. 124, 8t. John Street Road.
n 175? n ]

Sr. JOAN’S BURIAL GROUND.
Application having been made by the Rector and
Churchwardens of St. John’s the Vestry agreed to
remove the rough Ballast from the footways of the
Burial Ground (now thrown open to the public as a
Garcden), and to substitute Giravel in lieu of same.

Twenty-seven yards of Gravel were used the cost of
which, including rolling, &c. was about £19.

COURT FLUSHING.
The Courts and Alleys in the Parish were washed
at night and sprinkled with Carbolic Acid from
August 22nd to September 10th.
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Bll‘l.lﬂ‘ht&!‘-hﬂll!&ﬂ. —These were inspected by the Sanitary
Committee and myself, on November 9th and the 10th. The

slaughter-houses were 15; 6 in the upper wards, and 9 in the
lower; and were kept by the same number of butchers. They
were very clean, and in excellent order, a few defects in the
paving being the only defaults.

Cow-houses,—These were inspected at the same time as

the slaughter-houses. They werc 19; 11 in the upper wards,

and 8 in the lower. They were kept by 17 cow-keepers. They
were also in excellent order. The cows were 237; 113 in the
upper wards, and 124 in the lower. The animals were very fine

and healthy.

Bake-houses.—These were inspecied on July 6th and the
8th. They were 59 in number ; 29 in the upper wards, and 30
in the lower. They were mostly in good order, and the defects
found were all remedied.

Artisans’ Dwellings Acts.—In my 28th Annual Report
I announced that the Vestry were taking legal proceedings in

regard to 11 courts in the Parish, whiclk I had previously con-
demnoed under Torrens’ Acts. Of these, some have been
improved, others domolished. Thus: Smith’s Place, Bolton
Court, Rhodes’ Buildings, and Slade’s Place have been emptied,
and closed, or demolished; while Bishop’s Court, Exmouth
Place, Margaret Court, Fox Terrace, John’'s Place, and the 3
houses in Eagle Court, have been improved more or less. The
whole proceedings coming far short of what was evidently
intended by the Acts, viz., that these close unventilated slums
should be swept away. But the case really seems hopeless ; for
2 of the courts which I condemned in 1875, when the Acts first
came into force, have been rebuilt in the same close and slum-
condition, as that in which they originally existed ; and this, it

appears, is in accordance with the Building Act. It should be
remembered that I condemned these courts in 1875,
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INSPECTOR’S BEPORT,
For the Quarter ending December 31st, 1885.

P

To the Vestry of Clerkenwell.

. (GENTLEMEN,

|
i

I beg most respectfully to report that
during the quarter ending Christmas, 1885, I sub-
mitted to the Analyst 25 samples, consisting of 7
samples of milk, 10 of butter, 2 of coffee, 3 of rum,
1 of whisky, and 2 of gin. 5 samples of butter were
found to be adulterated :—

C 1.3. P. D. Pierie, 40, Penton Street, 90 per
cent. of foreign fat, fined £5 and costs.

C 1.4. T. Spalding, 52, Chapel Street, 85 per cent.
of foreign fats, fined £5 and costs.

C 1.6. G-. Bruce, 4, Suffolk Street, 75 per cent. of
foreign fat, fined £5 and costs.

C 1.12. J. Williams, 68, Caledonian Road, 85 per
cent. of foreign fat, fined £2 10s. and costs.

C 1.14. J.Haynes, 51, Chapel Street, 90 per cent.
of foreign fat, fined £5 and costs.

One of the samples of milk found to be adulterated :

C 1.8. J. Lewis, 150, King’s Cross Road, 22 per
cent. of added water, fined £5 and costs.

One sample of coffee adulterated : —

C 1.5. J. Hensman, 31, Chapel Street, 20 per cent.
of chicory, dismissed.

18 of the samples were found to be pure.

I have the honour to remain,

(GENTLEMEN,

Your obedient Servant,
W. J. BARTLETT,
Inspector.
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INSPECTOR’S REPORT,
For the Quarter ending December 31st, 1885.

To the Vestry of the Parish of Clerkenwell.

(FENTLEMEN,

I beg most respectfully to report that
during the quarter ending 31st December, 1885, I
pnrchased and submitted to the Public Analyst the
following samples, viz.:—milk 9, butter 7, Epsom
salts 1, lard 1, mustard 3, pepper 2, gin 1, coffee 1,
with the following results : —

Julia O’Connor, 13, Bowling Green Lane, for selling
milk adulterated with 22 per cent. added water, was
fined £5 and costs or one month (sample C 2.3).

Alfred Waller, 37, Clerkenwell Close, for selling
butter adulterated with 80 per cent. of foreign fat,
dismissed on a technical point (sample C 2.7).

Ephraim Bradbeer, 31, Coldbath Square, for selling
butter adulterated with 80 per cent. of foreign fat,
dismissed on a technical point (sample C 2.8).

Pietro Romar, 8, Coldbath Square, do. (sample C 2.9).

David Thomas, 76, Compton Street, (sample C 2.13),
for selling butter adulterated with T£ per cent. of
foreign fat, was fined 50/- and costs or one month,

George Dalton, 123, Goswell Road, (sample C 2.14),
for a similar offence, fined 50/- and costs or one month.

Charles DBrown, 42, Corporation Row, (sample
C 2.15), for selling coffee adulterated with 20 per
cent. of chicory, was fined 20/- and costs or 14 days.

David Morgan, 22, Compton Street, (sample C 2.17),
for selling milk adulterated with 14 per cent. of added
water was fined £3 and costs or one month. All fines
have been recovered and paid into the Vestry.

I am, GENTLEMEN, your obedient Servant,
HUGH ROSE,
Inspector.







REPORT OF ANALYST—continued.

ZE | Date 2 Distin-
£2 | when Fame of Haxe of ishin BESULTS OF ANALYSIS.
E E rorpen | Inspector. Article, | B3AND A
1886
30 | Mar. 3 Rose Butter C 2 39 | Not adulterated
2 e ditto Butter (' 2 40 | Adulterated with 80 per cent.
of foreign fat
7y W ditto Butter C 2 41 | Adullerated with 70 per cent.
of foreign fat
33 » 2B ditto Butter C 2 42 | Not adulterated
34 cH ditto Rum C 2 43 | Not adulterated
35 Vg ditto Coffee C 2 44 | Not adulterated
36 e S ditto Butter C 2 45 | Not adulterated
ay| g i) idiiko Rum C 2 46 | Not adulterated
38| » 2| ditto |Tinct Bhubarb| C 247 | Not adulterated
T S ditto Mustard | C 2 48 | Not adulterated
T R ditto Pepper C 2 49 | Not adulterated
41 .» | Bartlett Coffee C 1 42 | Not adulterated
R e ditto Eum C 1 43 | Not adulterated
43 i ditto Milk C 1 44 | Not adulterated
44 o D ditto Coffee C 145 | Adulterated with 30 per cent.
of chicory
PR [ R T Milk C 146 | Not adulterated
46 b s ditto Milk C1 47 | Not adulterated
- R ditto Butter C 148 | Adulterated with 70 per cent.
of foreign fat
48 . 20 Rose Milk C 2 50 | Not adulterated
49 s ditto Milk C 2 51 | Not adulterated
B0 Tas ditto Milk C 2 52 | Adulterated with 6 per cent.
of water

17, Brooussury Square, W.C.,

31st March, 1886.

T. REDWCOD.
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Inspector's Report for the Quarter ending March 25th, 1886.

To the Vestry of Clerkenwell.
(GENTLEMEN,

I beg respectfully to submit to you the
proceedings taken under the Food and Drugs Act for
the quarter ending Lady-day, 1886, I have submitted
93 samples to the Analyst :—milk 9, coffee 7, butter 6,
rum 1.

Two samples of milk were found to be adulterated : —

€ 1.30. Mrs.Wilson, 54, Margaret Street. Dismissed.

(' 1.31. John Goodenough, 29, Margaret Street.
Fined £5 and 2s. cost.

Five samples of batter proved to be adulterated : —

C 1.33. T. Jones, 30a Lloyd’s Row. Fined 20/

and costs.
C 1.35. E. Davy, 148, King’s Cross Road. Fined

50/- and costs.
C 1.37. H. Fordham, 91, Pentonville Road. Fined

50/- and costs. '
C 1.40. D. Treen, 22, Henry Street. Fined 20/-

and costs,
C 1.48. Robert Tratt, 105, Rosoman Street. For
adjudication.
Four samples of coffee proved to be adulterated : —
C 1.36. K. Davy, 148, King’s Cross Road. Fined
50/- and costs.
C 1.38. H. Fordham, 91, Pentonville Road. Fined
50/- and costs.
C 1.41, D. Treen, 22, Henry Street. Dismissed.
C 1.46. H. Graves, 2, Chadwell Street. For ad-
judication.
I have the honour to remain, GENTLEMEN,
Your obedient Servant,
W. J. BARTLETT,
Inspector.
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VESTRYMEN

cted pursuant to the Metropolis Local Management Act,
- 18th & 19th Vict, cap. 120,

WARD No. L

All that portion of the Parish which lies north of a line drawn from the west
undary of the Parish at Battle-bridge, along the centre of Pentonville-road, to the
boundary of the Parish at the top of the City-road, thence up High-street and
verpool-road to Sermon-lane, thence westward (according to the boundary of the
arish,) to Caledonian-road, including Nos. 61 to 77, and 68 to 100, in that road, and 6

17, Caledonian-crescent, thence to the western boundary at Battle-bridge, and all that
portion of the Parish which is sitnate at or about Muswell-hill.
TO GO OUT OF
OFFICE 1IN

Mr. CHARLES BATCHELDER ... 11, Baron Street

1887 Mr, GEORGE WILLIAM BETJEMANN 36 & 38, Pentonville Rd.
My. ROBERT GILLARD ... 11, High Streot

—_—

Mr. GEORGE EASON ... ... 48, Henry Street
Mr. JOSHUA PATTERSON ... ... 8, New V{’inﬂheatar Street
1888 Mr, SAMUEL AUGUSTUS BROOKS... 10, Northampton Square
Mr. ALFRED GOAD ... ... 29, High Street
Mr. JOHN BETJEMANN ... 36 & 38, Pentonville Rd.
Mr. JAMES GIBSON ... ... 24, Penton Street
1889 Mr. GEORGE MORRIS ... 17, High Street
Mr. WILLIAM ROBERT YATES ... 1% Penton Street
Mr. WILLIAM JOHN HOOPER ... 83, Penton Street
WARD No. 2.

All that portion of the Parish which lies within a line drawn along the centre of
King's Cross-road, from Baker-street to Battle-bridge, thence up Pentonville-road to
the nortn-west corner of Claremont-square, thence down Amwell-street and Rosoman-
street to Exmouth-stxeet, along Exniouth-street and Mount-pleasant to the boundary,
thence along the boundary of the Parish {o King's Cross-road, bottom of Baker.street,
including nearly the whole of the House of Correction.
Mr. THOS. STANDING JENNINGS 159, Farringdon Road
_ | Mr. ANGELO BECK ... vee 29, Granville Square
1887 { Mr. JOHN CHARLES MENCE ... 100, King’s Cross Road
Mr. JOHN DORE . ... ... 234, Holford Square
| Mr, PREDERICK GEORGE SCHEIB 55, Amwell Street
rMr. JAMES JOHNSON ... ... 80, Baker Street
! Mr. WILLIAM JOHN JENNINGS... 2, Tysoe Street
1888< Mr. WILLIAM ROBSON ... ... 19, Holford Square

Mr. JOHN WALTER HOPKINS... 21, River Street
\Mr. HENRY KNOTT ... 111, Pentonville Road

Mr. ALFRED JOHN DIXIE ... 13, Wilmington Square
Mr. ARTHUR THOMAS CATLEY 23, Lloyd Square
18894 Mr. WILLIAM PIERPOINT ... 240, St. John Btreet

Mr. HENRY CHARLES LEETE... 11, Amwell Street
| Mr. ROBERT CHARLES MURRAY 113, Pentonville Road
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WARD No. 3.

All that portion of the Parish within a line drawn along the Pentonville-road,
the north-west corner of Claremont-square, to the junction of the City-road and Gos
road, thence down Goswell-road to corner of Spencer-street including Nos. 290 to
on the north east side of Goswell-road and Nos. 1 and 80, in Sidney-street, thence a
Spencer-street, Myddelton-street, Rosoman-street and Amwell-street to the n

corner of Claremont-square.

TO GO OUT OF

OFFICE IN

Mr, DECIMUS ALFRED BALL

1887

Mr. GEORGE ANTILL 43, Myddelton Street
Mr. JOSIAH LEAVER 1, Rydon Crescent

1888 Mr. NATHAN HARRIS 68, St. John Street Road
Mr. HENRY HILL 11, Cyrus Street

DANIEL COOKSEY

. WILLIAM LEMON KELLAWA

219 & 221, Goswell Road
52, Amwell Street
57, White Lion Street

Mr. JAMES DURRANT SPIRES ...
Mr. EDWARD SANS ... 3, Garnanlt Place
1889 ) Mr ARTHUR WHITE .. .. 53, Myddelton Strect
Mr. THOMAS KEYWORTH EVANS 327, Goswell Road
Mr. REUBEN SQUIRE

205, Goswell Road

=88 amm

Mr. SIEPHEN WATERS ... G, Myddelton Street
My, JOSEPH SADDINGTON 143, Farringdon Road
1887 Mr. WILLIAM KING .. 7, Gloucester Street
Mr, CHARLES GILLETT PAYN ... 5, Myddelton Street
Mr. ALFRED HASLEHAM, . 7, Clerkenwell Green
| Mr. WILLIAM DAVIES ... ... 13, Claremont Square
(Mr. THOMAS WILDBORE .. 145, 147,149, Farringdon Rd.
Mr. JOSEPH JOHN GOODE 48, Clerkenwell Green
Mr. REDMOND DENIS LYONS 1, Newcastle Place
18881 Mr. JOHN FREEMAN . 45, Rosoman Street
Mr. JOSEPH WALTON 7, Upper Charles Street
| Mr. JAMES FRANCIS KELLY .. 21, Tysoe Street
(Mr. WILLIAM MORTIMER FOXCROFT 3, Holford Street
Mr. WILLIAM HENRY McCARTHY 9, Mount Pleasant
Mr. ELI HAVARD ... 19, St. John Street Road
18894 My. ROBERT STEBBINGS .. 18, Myddelton Street
Mr. EDWIN GRIFFIN : 35, Bt. John Street Road
L Mr. EDWARD PINN ... 235, Goswell Roadl

o 07y, Myddelton Square

WARD No. 4.

All that portion of the Parish within a line drawn from Goswell-road, along the centre
of Spencer-street, Myddelton-street, Exmouth.street, Mount-pleasant, to the boundary
of the Parish, thence along the line of the Old Fleet Ditck to New-street, opposite
Clerkenwell-green, thence along Clerkenwell green (north side of Sessions-house) and
Aylesbury-street to St. John-street, thence up the centre of St. John-street to Percival-
street, along the centre of Percival-street, and up Goswell-road to Spencer-street.
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WARD No. 5.

100 Al that portion of the Parish which lies south of the southern boundary of Ward 4,

1ded on the east by a line drawn along the centre

et to Clerkenwell-road, on
ina drawn from Goswell-road
o the boundary of the Parish, to the 0ld Fleet Ditch.

TO GO OUT OF
OFFICE IN

~Mr. SAMUEL BENNETT

. WILLIAM MOTT

_ GEORGE BYASS

' SAMUEL RICHES ...

" ELI WILLIAM JAVENS

' JAMES HENRY WHITE

' JOSEPH WHITAKER...

_ ARTHUR MILLWARD

. FREDERICK HASLEHAM

| Mr. CHARLES TAYLOR ... ..
"Rey. WILLIAM DAWSON, M.A. ..
Mr. FREDERICK LOWE

Mr, HENRY WALKER

Mr. WILLIAM REASON

| Mr. WILLIAM JOLLY

the west by the

Representative at the Metropolitan

June, 1887).

EX-OFFICIO

Rev. JOHN HENRY ROSE, m.a., Vicar ...
Mr. WILLIAM M. FOXCROFT,
. Mr. WILLIAM L. KELLAWAY,

Rev. WILLI&L%J ml?vsog. Rector
Mr. ARTHUR MILLWARD
Mr. JOHN JAMES POTTS, I Churchwardens

} Churchwardens ... {

of Goswell-road from Percival-

0ld Fleet Ditch, and on the south by a
down Clerkenwell-road,

thence irregularly, accordingly

187, St. John Street
99, St. John’s Lane
169, 8t. John Street
52 & 53, Northampton St.
16, Clerkenwell Green
156, St. John Street
21, Great Percy Street
12, Albemarle Strest
44, Sekforde Streo:

4, Compton Streef

59, Red Lion Strect
96, Clerkenwell Road
30, Red Lion Strest
100, St. John Street
20, Berkley Street

Board of Works,

WILLIAM ROBSON, Esq.;

(Whose term of office will expire by effluxion of time on the second Weunesday in

MEMBERS.

ST. JAMES'S.

Lloyd House, Lloyd Street
3, Holford Street
57, White Lion St.

ST. JOHN’S.

... 59, Red Lion Street
t 12, Albemarle Street
~** 1 13, Red Lion Street
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VESTRY COMMITTEES.

FINANCE COMMITTEE.

Time of Meeting :—First Tuesday in each
Month at 7 p.m,

Mr. W. ROBSON, Ex-OrricIo.

Wagp 1. Mr. B. GILLARD
» s W.J. HOOPER
» » G. W. BETTJEMANN

Warp 2. Mr. W. PIERPOINT
J. JOHNSON, Viece-Chn.
L3 ] f1] A. T+ GATLEY

Warp 3. Mr. D. COOKSEY, Chairman
A. WHITE
» »» T.K. EVANS

Warp 4. Mr. J. WALTON
ss » E.HAVARD
23 ¥ C- ﬂ'- P&YH

Wagp 5. Mr. A. MILLWARD
J. H. WHITE
J. WHITAKER

» »n

y »y

¥ i
»n L h

PARLTAMENTARY

COMMITTEE.
Tvme of Meeting :—Not fixed.

Mr. W. ROBSON, Ex-Orricro.

Wagrp 1. Mr. J. PATTERSON
” » G W, BETJEMANN

Warp 2. Mr. J. JOHNSON
A. BECK

LE L

¥3 ¥ E- Cc MURRA.Y

Warp 3. Mr. W. L. KELLAWAY
J. D. BPIRES, Vice-Chn.
33 » T. K. EVANS

WaArD 4, Mr. J. F. KELLY, Chairman
E. HAVARD
& s 5. WATERS

Waep 5. Mr. 8. RICHES
i » H. WALKER
J. H. WHITE

1 3y

L] ]

23 »

ASSESSMENT & APPEAL
COMMITTEE.

Time of Meeting :—First Wednesday in
each quarter and at other times
when necessary.

Mr. W. ROBSON, Ex-Orricro.

Warp 1. Mr. C. BATCHELDER

G. MORRIS, Chairman
W.R. YATES

J. GIBSON

» y
il Eh )
i A

Warp 2. Mr. W. PIERPOINT
J. W. HOPKINS
T. 8. JENNINGS
W. J. JENNINGS

¥ A
¥ L)

n ar

Warp 3. Mr. A. WHITE

D. A, BALL

H. HILL

J. LEAVER, Vice-Chmn.

ar ¥
s L
a 4]

Warp 4. Mr. J. J. GOODE
T. WILDBORE
W.H. McCARTHY

L1 ] L) ]
L1 L]

- .»  E.STEBBINGS
Warp 5. Mr. W. REASON
i . W.JOLLY
F. LOWE

ay ¥

E. W. JAVENS

a3 b F]

Ex-0fficio Members of the Committee.

Mr. W. M. FOXCROFT Church-
s W.L.EELLAWAY wardens.

., J.D.SPIRES
. W.DAVIES
.~ J. PATTERSON
., J.F.EKELLY
,, A.T, CATLEY

Overseérs.
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OFFICERS

UNDER

The Metropolis Local Management Act,
WITH THEIR RESIDENCES.

Vestry Clerk.
Mr. ROBERT PAGET, 19, Lloyd Square

First Assistant Clerk.

Mr. ROBERT ERNEST PAGET, 48, Osbaldeston Road, Cazenove Road, N.
Second Assistant Clerk.

Mr. EDMUND PURDY, 28, Ham Park Road, West Ham
Third Assistant Clerk.
Mr. GEORGE RAY BROWN, 17, Ockendon Road, N.

Fourth Assistant Clerk.

Mr. CHARLES ASHFORD HARRISON, 23, Oglander Road, East Dulwich

Surveyor of Roads, Pavements, Lamps, Bewers, &c.
Mr. WILLIAM ITRON, 148, King Edward Road, E.

(May be seen at the Vestry Hall, daily, from 10 till half-past 11 a.m. when
and where all applications for Licenses for Hoardings, House Drainage, &e.,
must be made.)

SBurveyor’s Assistant.

Mr. PRTERE GORRINGE KILLICK, 7, St. Helen’s Villas, Forest Hill, S.E.
Wharf Superintendent.

Mr. ISAAC GORE, Pheenix Wharf, Commercial Road, Lambeth
Inspectors of Nuisances, Street Keepers, and Inspectors under
the Adulteration Act.

Works Department.

FREDERIC CHESHIRE, 60, Rosoman Street

Sanitary Department.

Wards 1, 2, and 8 —WILLIAM JOHN BARTLETT, 47, Wharton Street
Warde 4 and 5.—HUGH ROSE, 32, Cumming Street

Assistant Inspector and Messenger.
JOHN SAMUEL BISSMIRE, 5, Clerkenwell Close
Solicitors to the Vestry.
Mesgers, BOULTON, SONS & SANDEMAN, 21a, Northampton Square
Medical Officer of Health.
J. W. GRIFFITH, M.D., 60, Camberwell Grove
Analyst of Food, &c.
Dr. RBEDWOOD, 17, Bloomsbury Square
District Surveyor (under Metropolitan Buildings Act).
Mr. ERNEST CARRITT, 3, Wilmington Square
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At a Meeting of the Vestry, held on the 18th
December, 1873.

“The Clerk called attention to the fact that since
““the Vestry had ceased to collect the Poor Rate, which
““duty had reverted to the Guardians or Governors of
““the Poor under the Local Act, and which Board had
“been revived for the purpose in November, 1871,
““there was no Poor-rate Account published, except
““the remainder of those in collection by the Vestry
“ previous to that time, and suggested whether it would
“not be desirable, by an agreement between both
“DBoards, to publish the Poor Rate Account of the
“ Guardians or Governors as an appendix to the Annual
*“ Reports of the Vestry, in which case there would be
‘““one and a half years’ Poor Rate Account to be
“appended to the Report about to be issued for the
*“year ended Lady-day last.

“It was MOVED by Mr. BaMrorp, secoNpeEp by
““Mr. Dorg, and—

“ ResoLvep that such suggestion be approved and
““adopted.”

(Extract from Board Minutes.)

ROBERT PAGET,
VEstrY CLEREK.

The Poor Rate Account of the Guardians or
Governors of the Poor for the year ending Lady-day,
1884, is annexed hereto accordingly.
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CLERKEN WELL.

Mr. Paget has been Vestry Clerk 28 years, Paget, 17,470, 17,471,
17,777.

Sinee lust December Vestry have had under their immediate
consideration the question of applying tenement provisions,
Paget, 17,472.

Vestry of, in reply to letter from Local Government Board in
December last, as to tenement provisions promised it their
immediate consideration, Pagef, 17,473.

Vestry of, on the 2nd of May considered a second report from
the Sanitary Committee on the question of tenement provisions,
FPaget, 17,474,

Vestry of, were asked on 30th May by Local Government Board
what action they intended taking under tenement provisions,
Laget, 17,475, _

Local Government Board were told on 4th June, in reply to
lettor of 30th May, that their letter would be laid before the
vestry of, Paget, 17,476,

Local Government Board wrote again to vestry on 2nd July
asking for reply to their letter of 30th May, Paget, 17,4717.

Vestry of, replied on 4th July that they could not yet answer to
Loeal Government Board’s letter of 30th May, Paget, 17,478.

Vestry were again asked on 2nd August for a reply to Local
Government Board’s letter of 30th May, Paget, 17,479.

Press of business has prevented vestry till now replying to Local
Government Board, Pagef, 17,480-17,482, 17,762, 17,763.

The Vestry can now reply to Local Government Board’s letter
of 30th May, Paget, 17,482.

Till Sir Charles Dilke issued his first circular, the vestry were
not aware of the powers they had under 35th section, Paget,
17,483.

Vestry of, not aware that tenement provisions were in operation
in rome districts, Paget, 17,484,

Mr. Osborne is on most of the chiet committees of the vestry of,
Paget, 17,485,

Mr. Osborne owns property in Northampton Road, but not certain
if he still holds any in Faston Street, Paget, 17,487, 17,488,
Mzr. Jennings is no longera member of the Sanitary Committee,

Paget, 17,489, 17,616-17,618.

When vestry met on 2nd May to consider proposed tenement
regulations, a certain clause being negatived, no further steps
were taken, either by Mr. Jennings or any other member,
Paget, 17,490-17,496, 17,758-17,761.




97

Mr. Jennings need hardly have construed from the fact of one
clause being negatived that the vestry wanted to abandon
tenement regulations, Paget, 17,490, 17,760, 17,761.

Mr. Ross moved the rejection of the clause, which led to tene-

ment regulations being dropped by the vestry of, Paget, 17,491-

17,498, 17,529-17,532.

Mr. Paget cannot say what doubtful property in, belongs to Mr.

Ross, Paget, 17,499-17,523. ;

Mr. Ross states he does not possess much doubtful property of

his own, but is simply an agent for others, Paget, 17,500.

Mr. Ross has sometimes been called the dictator of, Paget, 17,528,

Some members of the vestry thought the tenement regulations

too incuisitorial, Paget, 17,533-17538.

Sees no reason why Mr. Ross, although an owner of doubtful

property, should be adverse to any reasonable tenement

regulations, Paget, 17,5634,

Messrs. Martin, Hill, and Thaine, vestrymen, are owners of

some tenement houses in doubtful condition in, Paget, 17,539~

17,542.

Exmouth Place has been condemned as an unhealthy area, Paget,
17,542.

Names of 13 members of the vestry, who possess tenement

houses in doubtful condition in, Paget, 17,539-17,542, 17,548-

17,556, 17,627.

Is not aware that there is an undue representation of the house

farming interest on the vestry, Paget, 17,557.

Owners of other property than tenement houses can stand as

vestrymen if they like, Paget, 17,557.

Vestry is composed of great number of people of various trades,

n;rnara of tenement houses are quite the minority, Paget,

17,558.

About 10 out of 72 members of the vestry are publicans, Pagef,

17,559, 17,624.

Publicans are the most heavily rated people in, Paget, 17,559,
17,560.

Eu:q?e of the most respectable men in, are publicans, Paget,
17,560.

Pu‘t};icana in, have lately sought election as vestrymen, Paget,

17,560.

The vestry of, rejected the clause in the tenement regulations by
17 to 9 or 10, Paget, 17,561,

Six or seven out of the 17 votes belonged to property holders,
and three or four out of the 10, Paget, 17,561.

Some of the vestrymen who hold doubtful property in, voted in
the minority of 10, Paget, 17,562.
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Mr. Ball voted in the majority against tenement regulations in,
Paget, 17,564.

It cannot be said that Mr. Ball is a leading member on the
vestry of, Paget, 17,565, 17,566.

Mr. Ball has only been vice-chairman of one committee during
his 11 years connexion with the vestry of, Paget, 17,567.

Mr. Ball is vice-chairman of a very important committee in, viz.,
the assessment committee, Paget, 17,568.

Mr. Ball is highly esteemed in, Paget, 17,568.

Vestry of, do not think it wrong to make Mr. Ball or any other
respectable man chairman of their committees, Pagef, 17,568,

Vestry of, in electing chairmen of committees look to their fitness
for the work, and do not inquire whether they own property,
Paget, 17,568.

As Mr. Ball holds his property in, under the Marquess of North-
ampton, if necessary repairs are not done, is not the remedy
in the Marquess’ own hands ? Paget, 17,569.

Mr. Ball is no new tenant of the Marquess of Northampton ; is
:it?r only now discovered that he does not do repairs? Paget,
17,570.

Vestry of, abate overcrowding and bad sanitation when found
out, without having tenement regulations, Paget, 17,571,
17,572, 17,576, 17,702, 17,729, 17,731.

If Mr. Bates had reported the case of overcrowding on Mr, Ball’s
roperty to the vestry of, it would have been stopped at once,
aget, 17,571-17,5676.

Overcrowding would not be more easily abated if tenement

regulations were adopted in, Paget, 17,5672,

Vestry serve a printed circular on owner immediately overcrowd-
ing is reported to them, Pagef, 17,576, 17,729,

Very likely Mr. Ball’s property in Spencer Place is in bad condi-
tion, Paget, 17,577.

Have the complainants of overcrowding in, ever lodged a com-
plaint at the Vestry Hall? Pagef, 17,578.

Complaints of smells have been made at the Vestry Hall, but
not of overcrowding, Paget, 17,579.

Banitary inspectors take a general survey of the several districts
of, irrespective of any complaints, Paget, 17,580.

Sanitary inspectors are expected to visit places about once a
fortnight or once a month, Paget, 17,581.

The vestry believe that Clerkenwell is not so bad as represented,
especially if the death-rate is any criterion, Pagef, 17,582,

Tha? death-rate put forward was a corrected death-rate, Paget,
17,583,
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The internal death-rate within the parish is 1€.9, and making

every allowance cannot exceed 21 at the very outside, LPaget,

P 1= 583.

' Medical officer does not believe that the death-rate is as high as

21 in, Paget, 17,583,

Believes the article in the * Lancet” on the death-rate of, was

founded on a misconception, Paget, 17,583, 17,584.

Medical officer of, made one report against Wynyatt cottages,

but has not done so latterly, Paget, 17,585.

Wynyatt cottages, were included in a scheme, Paget, 17,586.

The condition of small houses like Wynyatt cottages must

depend upon the sort of people who inhabit them, Paget,

17,586.

In a return made 20 years ago of the death-rate in metropolitan

;})arishas, Clerkenwell stood within nine or ten of the top,

aget, 17,588.

Is healthy, not bacause of its high situation, but from good

sanitation and constant watching, Pagef, 17,589, 17,590.

Some portion of, lies high, but a great deal of the parish lies

very low, Paget, 17,590, 17,878.

The medical officer’s report upon the death-rate of, gave the

divisions of the parish as well as the average, Paget, 17,591.

Does not believe the death-rate in any one division of, was as

high as 40, Paget, 17,592-17,594.

At the first visitation of cholera in, the death-rate was 10 per

10,000; at the second, 7 per 10,000; and at the last was only

6 per 10,000, Paget, 17,594-17,599.

The return as to deaths at each visitation of cholera in, being as

yet unpublished is therefore not evidence, Paget, 17,599.

Brunswick Place, is not specially bad, Pagef, 17,601-17,603.

Brunswick Place, to Mr. Paget’s recollection, has not been

reported to the vestry as very bad, Paget, 17,604,

i ﬂvamruwdiﬁg in Northampton Street, had been reported at
tl;ra Vestry Hall, it would have been stopped at once, Paget,

17,608.

The vestry get very few intimations of overcrowding from other

gources than their own staff, Pagef, 17,608, 17,738.

Only one representation as to overcrowding in, was reccived from

the sisters occupying the ‘* Retreat,” and that was looked into

at once, Paget, 17,609-17,611, ;

Mr. Jennings was chairman of the sanitary committee, at the
time of his examination, Paget, 17,615.

Houses in bad repair, if known to the sanitary committee would
soon be visited and remedied, Paget, 17,620, 17,621.
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Whether a large number of the vestry are interested in doubtful

gupnrty depends upon what constitutes doubtful property,
aget, 17,622,

Interest is taken in the elections of the vestry in, Paget, 17,625.

At the vestry elections in, sometimes 80 people vote, and some-
times 200 or 300, Paget, 17,626.

When no poll takes place, the vestry elections in, are carried by
comparatively few, Pagef, 17,626.

No polling took place when Mr. Ball was elected on the vestry,
LPaget, 17,626,

When there is opposition, a great many people vote at vestry
elections in, Paget, 17,626,

Not many families occupy single rooms in, there may be some
cases, Paget, 17,629-17,633,

Thinks families im, as a rule have at least two rooms, Paget,
17,631.

Medical officer would look after and endeavour te stop the occu-
pation of single rooms by families, Pagef, 17,633.

Sanitary inspectors and parish surveyors are appointed by the
vestry, Paget, 17,634,

Some years ago the vestry discharged an inspector and surveyor
for neglect of duty, Paget, 17.638-17,641.

The vicar of, is ez-officio chairman of the vestry when he attends,
Paget, 17,642,

The vicar always attends vestry meetings on Easter Tuesday,
but not on any other day, Paget, 17,644, 17,645.

The vicar of, is an elected clergyman, Paget, 17,6486.

The vicar is not a member of the sanitary committee, and would
not attend unless invited, Paget, 17,647.

The vicar of, is simply ex-officio chairman of the vestry, and is
not a member of any of the committees, (Paget),17,648,17,649.

Denies Mr. Brighty’s statement that the vestry do not act when
the private property of members is concerned, Paget, 17,652.

Regular meetings of the vestry are held, Paget, 17,653, 17,654,

Seldom found necessary to call together the committee, as most
cases can be dealt with by the medical officer or sanitary
inspectors, Paget, 17,654.

Sanitary committee would view the place if considered necessary
by medical officer, Paget, 17,654.

There would be no difficulty in getting the sanitary authority to
move in, Paget, 17,655-17,657,

Is not prepared to say that vestrymen who own property attend
more regularly than other members, Paget, 17,658, 17,660.
The average attendance out of the 72 vestry wembers, is from

25 to 30, Paget, 17,659.




101

The ‘E‘i._}m'kﬂ- committee ie a very important one, Paget, 17,662,
e b

- Ten out of 14 vestrymen mentioned as property owners are on

~ the works committee, Paget, 17,663.

- The unusual number of property owners on the works committee
only shows they are thought fitter for the work than other
members, Paget, 17,664, 17,665,

' The works committee look after roads, &c., and has nothing to
do with house property, Paget, 17,665, 17,667.

' The works committee does not form the nucleus or centre of the

~ vestry, Paget, 17,666, 17,667.

‘Seven of the 14 vestrymen holding property are members of the

- eal and assessment comuiittee, Paget, 17,668, 17,671.

There is nothing in the functions of the works committee to
encourage house owners to become members, Paget, 17,670.

1f so many property owners are members of the assessment and
appeal committee, it is because they are thought the best
judges of assessment questions, Paget, 17,671.

The vestry honestly selects for its various committees, men con-
sidered best and fittest for the duties, Pagef, 17,672,

Three sanitary inspectors are employed in, Paget, 17,674.

The third inspector is also coroner’s officer, sexton of the church,

" messenger to the vestry, and assistant sanitary inspector,
Paget, 17,675-17,677.

The third sanitary inspector was engaged to relieve the other
two f;-om the work of delivering summonses, Paget, 17,675-
17,6717.

" The third inspector is sometimes employed to assist the other two
in their work, Paget, 17,676-17,678.

The third sanitary inspector in, was formerly in the jewellery
trade, Paget, 17,679, 17,687.

The third sanitary ina‘%eutur requires no special training for the
work he has to do, Paget, 17,680.

The third sanitary inspector when surveying acts under the

" medical officer and the other inspectors, Paget, 17,681,

_ The third sanitary inspector is not to take upon himself any
personal responsibility, Paget, 17,681.

Regular practised inspectors are employed to visit the homes of
the people in, Paget, 17,685,

" The third sanitary inspector is a very useful officer, Paget, 17,687.
" The vestry did not discharge the sanitary inspector solely on
_ account of neglect of duties, Paget, 17,688-17,697.

Lord Compton’s statement, that the visits of sanitary inspectors
are infrequent and merely formal, is unreliable, as he can
know nothing personally about the matter, Pagef, 17,698.
17,701, 17,37%, 7574, odol
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In thousands of cases, nuisances have been removed as the result
of the activity of the sanitary inspectors, Paget, 17,705.
The vestry almost daily are reducing overcrowding, whitewash-
ing, improving dwellings and drains in, Paget, 17,707-17,714.
Volumes could be furnished giving instances of the health im-
provement works done by the vestry in, Paget, 17,712, 17,713,
Was in & terrible state till the vestry came into operation, Pagef,
17,715.
That there will be and are defects in, cannot be denied, Pagef,
17,715.
Has greatly improved since the passing of the Metrepolis Local
Management Act, Paget, 17,716.
Has gone down hill in its social status, but not in its sanitary
state, Paget, 17,716.

The members of the vestry are as good, if not better than the
gﬁnera.]ity, Paget, 17,720.

The vestrymen are men who have the most interest in, and are
most eligible for parochial business, Paget, 17,719.

The best men that present themselves are elected on the vestry,
Paget, 11,720, 17,771

Vestrymen on whose property nuisances existed, would be

ounced upon more sharply than a private owner, Paget,
17,722, 17,728.

Vestrymen are more severely dwelt with in regard to assessment
than private persous, Paget, 17,728.

The vestry would soon deal with Mr. Ball and Mr. Ross, if any
conspicuous nuisance existed on their property, Paget, 17,724.

Does not believe that either Mr. Ball or Mr. Ross own any
property which can be called conspicuous nuisances, Paget,
17,729.

Evar!:,'uue knows the vestry is the sanitary a.uthorif{, and if
nuisances are not reported, it is not the fault of the vestry,
Paget, 17,730.

The vestry, as far as possible, find out for themselves when
nuisances exist, Paget, 17,730.

The vestry are always glad to be informed of the existence of any
nuisance, Paget, 17,730,

Any overcrowding reported to the vestry would be immediately
abated, Paget, 17,781, 17,739.

The allegation that overcrowding exists to an enormous extent
in, can scarcely be accepted, Paget, 17,731-17,733.

If terrible overcrowding does exist in tenement houses, it has
been very carefully kept from the vsahzi;nzagat, 17,783.

If Mrs. Bates had reported the overcrow ing in Allen Street to

the vestry she would have done a very wise thing, Paget,
17,734, 11,7835
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The large number of property owners on the vestry’s committees
has nothing to do with few complaints of overcrowding being
received, Paget, 17,738.

Tenents in overcrowded houses should first apply to the landlord
to abate, and if refused then to the vestry, Paget, 17,739.

Messrs. Ball, Hill, and Ross, collect their own rents, and must
therefore know the state of each tenement, Pagef, 17,740-
17,750,

Owners finding their tenements in bad condition would not need
to report to vestry, the remedy is in their own hands, Paget,
17,743.

Owners who are guiltily aware of the bad condition of their
tenements would not be fit men to manage parish affairs,
Paget, 17,751-17,754.

The rejected clause in the tenement regulations would have
specially affected the class of property held by Mr. Ross aud
others, Paget, 17,755.

With some modifications the rejected clause in the tenement
regulations might have been accepted, Paget, 17,760, 17,761.

The tenement regulations are suspended, Paget, 17,759.

Sanitary inspectors are not influenced in their duties by the fact
ng 80 many vestrymen being property owners, Paget, 17,767,
17,768. _

Sanitary inspectors heing appointed by the vestry tends to
quicken the removal of nuisances on any property of vestry-
men, Paget, 17,767,

Has a clear recollection of, when the Aect of 1855 came into
operation, Paget, 17,778.

Population in was 1861 65,000, it is now 69,000 odd, Paget, 17,780.

Some wretched property and some tolerably good property were
removed for the formation of Clerkenwell road, Paget, 17,780.

Many hundreds of people were displaced by the Clerkenwell
road, Paget, 17,780, i

Gross value of the 221 houses pulled down for Clerkenwell road
6,604/, and rateable value 5,4851., Paget, 17,780,

Seven or eight large blocks of model dwellings have been built
in, containing many thousands of inhabitants, Paget, 17,780.
The population of the Peabody buildings just opened in Pear

~_Tree court is over 1,000, Paget, 17,780.

The substituted accommodation would more than hold both those
displaced and the increase of population which has occurred
since 1861, Paget, 17,780.

It is not eredible that greater overcrowding exists in, than in
1855, Paget, 17,780.
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE.

At No. 8, Richmond Terrace, Whitehall,
Friday, August 8th, 1884,
TRIRTY-SEVENTH DAY.

PRESENT : —

Tre Rr. Hox. Tue Earn BrowsLow.

Tue Rr. Hox. Tae Lorp CArRRINGTON.

Tue Rr, Hox. Sik Crarres Wentworts Dinks, Bart.,, M.P.
Mg. W. T. McCuLraca Torrexs, M.P. '
Mz. Hexry Broapuursr, M.P.

Mke. Georet Gopwix, F.R.S.

Mr. Joux Epwarp CourTENAY BovLey (Secretary).

Tue Rr. Hox. Siz CHARLES WENTWORTH DILKE, Bagr.,
M.P., in the Chair.

Mge. RosErr Pacer, Clerk to the Vestry, Parish of Clerkenwell,
examined.

17,470. Tue Cuareman.—You arg Vestry Clerk of Clerkenwell ?
~—I am.

17,471. How long have you been Vestry Clerk ?—Twenty-eight
years.

17,472. A good deal of evidence has been given before the Com-
mission upon the subject of Clerkenwell, as Clerkenwell was in-
cluded in a district which the Commission took as a test district,
namely, the metropolitan government district of Clerkenwell, St.
Luke’s, St. Pancras, and Holborn, having reference especially
to the wholeof 8t. Lul:¢’s and Clerkenwell, tothe southern portion
of St. Pancras, and to the eastern portion of Holborn, districts
which lie togethcr. The Vestry of Clerkenwell have since
December last had under their immediate consideration the

question of provisions with regard to tenement houses, have they
not ?¥—Yes.

17,473. After the 35th section of the Sanitary Act was put in
force by the Local Government Board as regards the whole
metropolis, it not having previously been in force in Clerkenwell,
a letter was written by the Local Government Board in November
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or December last to all parishes, and in the month of December

Clerkenwell promised immediate consideration of that letter, 1
think ?—Yes.

17,474. Am T right in believing that on the 2nd of May the
Vestry considered a second report from the Sanitary Committee
upon that subject ?7—They did.

17,475. The Vestry made no communication, I think, to the
Local Government Board with regard to these reports of the
Sanitary Committee, or with regard to the action which they
were going to take; and they were written to on the 30th of
May to ask what answer they would give ?—Yes.

17,476. On the 4th of June, I think, you answered, promising
to lay our letter before the Vestry ?—Yes.

17,477. On the 2nd of July the Local Government Board wrote
again, asking a reply, did they not ?—Yes.

17,478. And on the 4th July you replied that the Committee
had not yet reported what answer they wished to be made to our
letter of the 30th of May ?—Yes.

17,479. On the 2nd of August we again wrote for a reply to our
letter of the 30th of May ?—Yes.

17,480. Therefore I am justified, I think, in saying that we have
not received from you any statement upon the subject up to the
present time >—That is so. I may say that in the letter that I
wrote yesterday or the day before I stated that the recommenda-
tion wason the business paper of the Vestry, from the Committee
to whom the matter was referred, as to what reply should be
sent, but that that item had not yet been reached.

17.481. It seems a long time, does it not >—Tt does, rather; but
we have been very busy of late, and we have had a great deal of
business, more than we can get through.

17,482. You wish us to take it as your answer that it has been
press of business which has prevented any reply being sent to us
up to the present time ?—That is so really ; but I am now in a
position to give a reply, and I shall do so in due course. We only
came to a decision last night.

17,483. Amongst those who have given evidence before us, the
first witness who mentioned Clerkenwell was Lord William
Compton. When he was asked at question 618 with regard to
these tenement provisions in Clerkenwell, he stated that Mr.
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Osborne, one of the Vestrymen, got up and said (I am quoting
Lord William Compton’s own words), ‘‘that perhaps I was un-
““aware that up to the time Sir Charles Dilke had issued his first
*“ circular the Vestry had not been aware of the powers they
‘‘ possessed,” that is to say the powers under the 35th section.
Was that the ease 7—They had never turned their attention to it.
Of course it was upon our Acts in the office, but they had never
turned their attention to it, and consequently they had never
considered the effect of that particular clause.

17,484. Were you aware that the provisions with regard to the
tenement houses were in operation in some districts of the
metropolis, for instance, in Chelsea —No, I was not.

17,485. Mr. Osborne, who is here mentioned, is on al] the chief
Committees of the Vestry, is he not ?—On most of them.

17,486. He is a broker, auctioneer, house agent, and rent
collector, is he not —I believe he is.

17,487. Do you know whether he still holds the property in
Easton Street, as to which Lord William Compton gave
evidence ?—I am not quite certain whether he has parted with it
or not.

17,488. You doubt whether he has lately sold his property in
Easton Street, Easton Place, and Northampton Road ?—He has
some in Northampton Road, but I am not certain whether he
holds that property in Easton Street or not.

17,489. Another witness, who spoke a good deal to us upon this
subject, was My, J ennings, who was at that time the Chairman
of your Sanitary Committee, but who has since, I believe, been
left out of the Committee in the recent re-elections of your
Committees >—Yes.

17,490. Mr.Jennings at question 2942 was asked:— ¢ On what
“occasionhas the adoptionof the 35th section been considered by
“your Vestry while you have been a member of it ?” and he
replied that it had not been considered. He was then asked in
the next question whether it was only lately that the Vestry had
become alive to its importance; and he then said :—¢ It was
“only since the communication from the Local Government
““Board giving the intimation that you have declared that in
““operation that we have considered it.” He was then asked
what steps had been taken to make byelaws during the last few
months, and he made the following reply :—* The question was
“referred to the Sanitary Committee. The Sanitary Committee
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“held four meetings, and considered very minutely the suggested
“ pegulations sent on from the Local Governuient Board ; and I,
« gs chairman, moved that a special meeting should be held by
¢the Vestry to consider these regulations. ‘When the meeting
¢ gssembled, before I could move the adoption of the regulations,
¢ member of the Board got up at once and moved that the
«t question should be adjourned without listening to any statement
“on my part whatever. Of course I felt that that was merely
“to shelve the question. However, I fought somewhat hard
“ against it, but they were successful in getting it referred back
“to the Sanitary Committee to reconsider. Of course that has
« materially delayed the question. TheSanitary Committee have
“already met twice again to recomsider tho question. We
“ hrought up a report very much in harmony with the suggested
“ regulations, making some modifications, and we had a meeting
¢last night upon the question. We shall have another meeting,
“and 1 do not think we shall be able to make very many
¢ glterations as regards our first recommendation. It seemed to
¢me at the time, and I cannot but feel now, that it was merely
¢ an effort to shelve the question.” Have you anything to say
upon that statement?—I should say myself that Mr. Jennings
hardly need put that construction upon the fact of one clause
not having been acceptable.

17,491, Since that time, however, I understand that the Vestry
have rejected those resolutions?—I fancy you are speaking of
what Mr. Jennings perhaps would call the rejection of them.

17,492. No, T am speaking of since the time when he was under
examination. You not having answered my letter I am not
certain what you have done and I go by newspaper reperts; but
T understood that the Vestry had rejected the resolutions ?—1I can
hardly say that the Vestry have rejected them. They negatived
a certain clause, and that clause having been ne atived, no fur-
ther steps were attempted to be taken, even by the Chairman of
the Sanitary Committee. It was quite open to him or to any
other member of the Vestry if that clause proved unacceptable to
move that it be referred back for further consideration.

17,493. Was it on the 2nd of May that that clause was
rejected >—Yes, they only debated one clause.

17,494. Was the vote taken by a show of hands ?—Yes.

17,495. There was no division ecalled for ?—I would not be
certain ; I think there was a division.
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17,516. Do you know Mr. Ross’ property in Lanes Court?—

Yes.

17,517. That is dirty and badly repaired, is it not ?—It was
whenwe saw it. It was inhabited by some Italian organ grinders,
and they are, as a rule, a very dirty set of people, and perfectly
indifferent as to the state in which they live.

17,518. Do you know Nos. 1 to 9, Little Bath Street ?—I know
Little Bath Street, but I have not the property in my mind at
the present moment.

17,519. You do not remember Nos. 3, 6, 7, and 9, Little Bath
Street 7—No. I cannot say that I do.

17,520. Does Mr. Ross own some property in Jerusalem Court ?
—1I am not aware that he does.

17,521. There was evidence given with regard to that in the
year 1881 in answer to the questions 1624, 1626, 1629, and 1643,
but you do not know about that for certain ?—No.

17,522. One witness stated that Mr. Ross owned that pro-
perty, but possibly that is the property of whichhe collects the
rents, but which he does not himself own ?—Possibly.

17,523. It is of no use for me to ask you with regard to his
property in the Ttalian colony in Holborn, I suppose ?—No.

17,524. With regard to that quarter, is there not a great
accumulation of dust between the parishes of Clerkenwell and
Holborn, and some doubt as to whom it belongs 7—There is a
large place called Red Lion Yard, which was a mews, a stable yard.

17,525. Do those Italians throw things out of their back
windows on to a piece of land as to which there is a doubt whether

it is yours or not >—They used to do so.

17,526. Have you stopped that? - We tried to doso; but I
believe that that court 1s now abolished as a stable yard, and
is now eccupied, I think, by a Post Office contractor.

17,527. Then, although you know generally speaking of a
certain amount of Mr. Ross’ property, you are not aware of
the fact that he owns 31 tenement houses in your parish besides
collecting the rents of a great number of others ?—No, I have
never looked into the matter. It is no business of mine to do so.

17,528. Mr. Ross has sometimes been called the dictator of
Clerkenwell, has he not 7—Yes.




115

17,529. At all events Mr. Ross moved the adjournment of this
question and the reference back to the Committee, did he not ?—
1 think not.
- 17,530. He moved the rejection of the clause, did he not ?- -
1 think, if my memory serves me rightly, that when the regulations
first came up it was Mr. Brighty, a member of the Sanitary
" Committee, who moved the reference back.
~ 17,531. 1am taking the statement from Mr. Jennings, who says
' that Mr. Ross moved it ?—It was Mr. Brighty who moved that it
be referred back for further consideration, and that in the mean-
time the clerk obtain information as to what other parishes
were doing.
17,532. But when it came back it was Mr. Ross who moved the
rejection of the clause, was it not >—The rejection of one
particular clause. That one clause having been rejected no
further steps have since been taken.

17,533. %ut you are not aware that that has changed Mr. Ross,
opinion as to the desirability of having such regulations; you do
‘not think that Mr. Ross is in favour of them ?—Probably not

unless they are somewhat modified. I think he was like some of
the other members and thought that the regulations were rather
too inquisitorial.
17.534. Do you think that Mr. Ross, owning this large
amount of doubtful propertyand being interestedin other doubtful
property as rent collector, both in Clerkenwell and in other
Ea.rishﬁs. would be likely to be very friendly to regulations of this

ind ?—1 do not see any reason why he should be averse to them,
if they were of such a character as would not be objectionable in
certain particulars, but some of the regulations appear to be of
rather too inquisitorial a character.

17,535. Mr. Broapuurst.—What was that clause ?—Unfor-
tunately Thave not a copy in my hands, I forgot to put it in my
pocket; but I think it was the clause with regard to houses let
out in tenements and occupied by more than one family; that
all houses, two thirds of which were occupied by lodgers, should
be included ; all houses let out entirely in tenements, where the
landlord was not residing on the premises; and all property not
exceeding £20 rateable value under the Assessment Act of 1869.

17,536, Tue Cmamyan.—All property not exceeding £20 in
value, provided that it was occupied by lodgers —No; all
erty.
17,537. But the regulations only apply to houses let out in
lodgings ?—0r occupied by more than one family.
17,538. But you said all property under 20/ ; it would not
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apply to all property under 207. ?—Not if it was only occupied
by one family; but, as a rule, I daresay there are lodgers in the
small tenements as well as in the large ones.

17,539. Besides Mr. Ross and Mr. Osborne, what generally
would be the votes on that oceasion of the property owners on
your vestry ¥ Perhaps the most convenient course would be for
me to put to you the questions that have been put to other
witnesses. I have already read what Mr. Jennings said in answer
to question 2947. Mr. Jennings, besides being asked with
regard to Mr. Osborne and Mr. Ross, was asked with regard to
Mr. Martin; he has a good many houses of that kind, has he
not *—He has several, T believe.

17,540. Mr. Henry Hill has several, has he not ?—THe has
several, I believe.

17,541. What do you say as to Mr. Thaine >—I believe he
does hold some.

17,542. Mr. Thaine was the owner of Exmouth Place, was he
not, which was condemned by the vestry as an unhealthy area ®
—Yes.

17,543. But he has thrown it up ?—T do not know.

17,544. Has Mr. Mortyn any houses of this class °—I do not
know that he holds any.

17,545. Mr. Jennings said that he did —T am not sure. He
may. It is not my business to inquire what property people
hold ; I donot trouble my head about it.

17,546. 1 am afraid we are obliged to do so, because the
statement has been made (and it seems a likely statement upon
the face of it) that where a very large number of the members of
the vestry, the chairman, and vice-chairman and some of the
members of the chief committees of the vestry and persons taking
a leading part in the parish are interested in property of this
kind, their possession of such property would influence them ?—
I believe it is generally felt that those who hold property and
have something at stake in the parish are the most suitable men
to be clected to administer its local affairs.

17,547. But there is property and property; and property of
the kind held by Mr. Ross, and Mr. Ball, and some other mem-
bers of the vestry is property which is peculiarly touched by
regulations of the kind of which we are speaking P—1I cannot
say that their property more than anybody else’s is peculiarly
touched by those regulations. I should say that the regulations
would apply to poor property generally in the inferior parts of
the parish by whomsoever it is held,

17,548. Does Mr. Sans hold some of this kind >—T believe he
does.
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17,549. And Mr. Abrahams *—I think he does own several.

b 17,55:{. And Mr. Hasleham ?—I believe he does owz some,{but
very little.

. 17,551. And Mr. Eustace >—Yes, he did formerly, though Mr.
Eustace never attends now.

17,552, Has Mr. Coker any ?—I believe he holds some little.
17,553. Mxr. Squire has only two, has he ?—Only two, that I
“am aware of.

17,554, Has Mr. Gibson any ?—He is the agent for the Penton
_estate.

~ 17,555. But he has a good many houses of his own, has he not,
besides the Penton houses ?—1I am not aware. I believe he has
some, but I do not know what.

17,5656, Mr. Javens ?—I should say he owns some, but I do
not know what ; he has one, or two, or three. In fact, Ishould
say that most of the people on the local boards are men of pro-

erty somewhere or other.

17,557. In some way or other; but there ave a very large
number of persons in the parish of Clerkenwell who have places
of business, shops and works, and manufactories, large and small ;
and there are a large number of people who own their own
houses, and people who live in a whole house. T hardly expect
you to answer that question, but might it not be argued, and
have you not heard it argued by some, that there is an undue
representation in the case of this particular parish of this special
kind of interest which is known as house farming?-—I am not
aware that there is. It is just as open to people owning another
ul?lss of property to become members of the local board as to any
others. |

17,558. DBut these gentlemen appear to interest themselves
wore in these little unlknown elections than other people, and
they are returned by a very small number of votes *—l am not
aware that it is so. There are a great number of people of other
~ trades on the vestry ; these you refer to are quite the minority.

17,559. There is a great number of publicans, is there not 7—
Yes ; I do not know a parish where there are not publicans, and
~ as a rule they are the heaviest rated.
~ 17,560. We know some parishes where the publicans are most
admirable members of the board : for instance, in the adjoining
parish of St. Paucras, the gentleman who is known as the
“ King of Diamonds’ is an instance; but in Clerkenwell you
have more thun in other parishes, have you not?—I am not
~ aware what other parishes have, but we have some of the most
: I:Eactahle men in the parishas publicans, and as Thave already
~ said the publicans are the most heavily rated people in the

b
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parish, and have the greatest interest at stake. Hence it is that
they have sought lately to come and represent the constituency.

17,561. I will not ask you about the publicans; I have nothing
special tosay about them ; but with regard to the 13 gentlemen
that I have mentioned, do you remember, generally speaking,
in which way they voted 7—If I remember rightly, on that
occasion when the elause was rejected, the voting was 17 to 9 or
10. I was looking at it one day, and I think I could make out
about six or seven property holders out of the 17, and three or
four out of the 10.

17,562. Did any of the 13 gentlemen that I have named vote
amongst the 10 ?—Yes,

17,563. Who *—Mr. Squire. If I had the names before me I
could tell you.

17,564. I had rather forgotten Mr. Ball, as to whom we have
had a great deal of evidence. Do you remember which way Mr.
Ball voted ?—1I believe he voted in the majority, if I remember
rightly.

17,565. We have had a great deal of evidence about Mr. Ball
from Lord William Compton, from Mr. Boodle, from school
board visitors, and from some of the clergy. At question 623
Lord William Compton was asked this: **One of the largest
** holders under Lord Northampton is Mr. Decimus Alfred Ball,
““is he not?” and his answer was, **I believe he is. rQ.)
“ He is the vice-chairman of the assossment and appeal com-
* mittee of the parish, is he not ?—( 4.) I have been told so.”
He is a very leading man on your Vestry, is he not —We have
not a quieter or more retiring mau on the Vestry.

17,566. But he taken a leading position, does he not ?—I can-
not say that he does.

17,567. He has been vice-chairman of o030 of your most im-
portant committees >—During all the 10 or 11 years that he has
been on the Vestry he has only been vice-chairman of one com-
mittee,

17,568. And that is a very important committee, is it not ?—
Yes, the assessment conwittee is a very important committee.
Mzr. Ball, if T may venture to say so, is a very highly esteemed
man in his ward, and highly esteemed in the Vestry, and they
do not think it anything wrong to make him, or any other
respectable man, chairman or vice-chairman of a [committee.
They do not inquire what property gentlemen hold who happen
to be appointed chairmen or vice-chairmen of committees. The
Vestry look at the fitness of the men and their probable know-
ledge of the work that they would be called upon to see to.

17,569.  Yeu have said that Mr. Ball is very highly esteemed
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in the parish, and we know that he has held an important posi-
tion in the vestry. At question 628 Lord William Compton was
asked : * Do you know the state, for instance, of any of the
“ property that Mr. Decimus Ball holds under Lord Northamp-
“ton,” and his answer was * Yes, I have been into almost all
“ the places.” Then question 629 is ““He has done a great deal
“of sanitary work upon those houses since you have yourself
“heen looking into them, has he not,” and the answer is 4 It
is rather difficult to say what sanitary workis. I do not “think
that his work is at all good.” Then Lord William Compton
was asked in definite terms about Wynyatt cottages and
Wynyatt Court, and he stated, in answer to question 633, that
Whynyatt cottages, which were held by Mr. Ball, were in a very
bad condition indeed. Then Lord William Compton, when he
was asked with regard to the raising of rents by Mr. Ball, said
that he had acquired the property and broken up houses which
had been occupied by whole families, and that they were now
occupied in single rooms. gThen speaking of Chapel Row one of
the properties which is held by Mr. Ball, Lord William Compton
was asked, question 644, whether the rents had been raised, and
he said ** I imagine that it has; at all events the people com-
“plain of it.” He then went into details with regard to a
particular case of the raising of rent in answer to question 645 ;
and at question 649 he was asked this: ‘I believe that you have
been into the figures of what Mr. Ball, for instance, pays, and
“ what he receives, and you find that he makes considerable
« profits;” and Lord Willlam Compton’s answer was : “ This
““ profit is perfectly enormous, if he does not do any repairs.”
“Then question 650 is this: *“ The repairs are done irregularly,
“ are they not,” and the answer is *“1 think that in some cases
“‘they are not done atall.”” Then at question 651 he was asked
this . “ He will make repairs in one year, and then he will
“ make no repairs for several years, is not that so?” and his
answer was, ‘“1 think that is the principle upon which he has
“ gone. He say himself that he has done repairs, and that the
“the people themselves destroy the repairs as soon as he has
« done them.” Then at question 658 Lord William Compton
was asked  Have you come across cages in which Mr. Decimus
« Ball raises the rent if it is not paid on Monday morning?
“ 4.\ He certainly threatens to do so. When I taxed him with
‘““ it, he positively denied that he had ever done it, but he said
“ that he always had to threaten it ? "—As to doing the necessary
repairs on the property that Mr. Ball holds under the Marquess
of Northampton, is not the remedy in the Marquess’ own hands,
under his leases 7.
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17,570. We went into that question with Mr. Boodle, and
Mr. Boodle said that he had a very high opinion of Mr. Ball
originally when he let the houses to him, but that he had since
been very greatly disappointed ?—Has this only been found out
very recently then ? Mr. Ball is no new tenant of the Marquess
of Northampton.

17,671. Apparently from the evidence the state of things has
got worse of late; but at all events Lord William Compton’s
attention, as he himself frankly stated to us, was only called to
the matter in the course of last autumn, and he took the matter
up very warmly indeed. Some of the school board visitors who
were examined with regard to overcrowding also gave evidence
as to Mr. Ball’s property. At question 1,410 Mrs. Bates was
asked this by Mr. Lyulph Stanley : ¢ In Northampton Court do
““you know of one case where eight persons are living in one
““room,” which the witness answered in the affirmative. Then
at question 1,412 she was asked, * Do you know whom that house
belongs to?” and she replied that it belonged to My. Ball,
a vestryman. The witness was unaware of the fuct that we had
heard of Mr. Ball before, and stated it as a new discovery. That
is a house with two rooms and 12 persons living in the two
rooms. I suppose as vestry clerk of the parish you are aware
that those tenement regulations would give you power to abate
overcrowding of that kind >—Yes, but we abate overcrowding
where we find it out, even without any regulations, under clause
19 of the Sanitary Act, 1866.

17,572. But you would abate it more easily, would you not, if
you had them ? I think not. We never have any difficulty in
abating overcrowding, where we find it out. If Mrs. Bates had
come to the Vestry Hall, and made us acquainted with the fact,
our medical officer would have seen toit, and it would have been
put a stop to immediately.

17,673. You are not prepared to deny, are you, that there is
an immense amount of overcrowding in Clerkenwell ? Query
what is overcrowding.

17,574. T suppose you would call eight people in a room, the
size of the rooms in these houses, overcrowding ? I daresay 1
should. It depends upon the size of the rooms. Query, are the
people members of one family or of different families ? Probably
of one family. Then again, query, does not the overcrowding
take place even without the owner of the property being aware
of it?

17,575. It is no doubt augmented at night, but this was day
overcrowding ? Possibly in a case like that the family might
have had visitors calling upon them. Did Mrs. Bates make

.
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herself acquainted with the fact of whether they were all
members of one family, and whether they lived there day and
night ?

gl"?,ﬁ?ﬁ. She had in some cases, but in this particulsa case she
was not asked that question ? At any rate that would have been
remedied by our being made acquainted with it at the Vestry
Hall. We have had printed circulars for many years at the
Vestry Hall, one of which is served immediately on the owner,
and the overcrowding is remedied if our attention is called toit.

17,577. Then at question 1,426, Mr. Lyulph Stanley asked
questions of the same witness as to the condition of the houses
in Spencer Place, and the witness stated that those houses, the
bad description of which was stated at length, also belonged to
Mr. Ball ?~—Very likely. All houses are bad at times until the
time arrives for their being renovated and improved, and thatis
so in the case of the smaller class of property more particularly.

17,578. Then in 1,428 Prime’s Buildings was stated in the
question by Mr. Lyulph Stauley to be a very bad class of pro-
perty and in the next question, 1,429, it vias said to be very much
overcrowded, and the school board visitor said that that was so;
and in answer to question 1,430 she said that that property also
belonged to Mr. Ball?—Did these complainants ever lodge a
complaint at the Vestry Hall, which is the proper place to make
any complaints, or to give notifications of this kind ?

17,579. At question 1,415 this witness was asked : ‘ Has the
¢ attention of the sanitary authorities of Clerkenwell been called
¢ to the state of these places,’”” and her answer was, ‘ Yes, some-
“ time back. (@.) Who called their attention to it? (4.) Idid.
“(Q.) Did they take any notice af the time? (4.) They did
“not, at least no further than this: T asked the people in the
“ house if they had been, and they said ‘ Yes,’ and all they said
“was, ‘ Oh, throw a little water down.”” But that was with
regard to a particular case of smell, and not with regard to over-
crowding, of which I have spoken. You are not aware of the
working of the regulations under the Sanitary Acts ; for instance,
in the parish of Chelsea ?—No; but I have had a copy of them
recently.

17,580. Do you know that the officers of the Vestry to which
I belong make an immense number of visits without any com-
plaints being made at all?—So do ours. We expeet our
sanitary inspectors to take a general survey of their several dis-
tricts from time to time, irrespective of any complaints.

17,581. But then your objection that the state of those
cottages ought to have been deseribed to the Vestry rather falls
to the ground, does it mot, because your sanitary inspectors
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ought to have kept you informed of it themselves ?—They go
round periodically ; they are expected to pay a visit to the place
about once a fortnight or once a month.

17,582. In the course of last autumn I had occasion, after
great ¥uhlic attention had been called to this matter, to pay
several visits to all the parishes in the metropolis, and I certainly,
after looking all round the metropolis, and having been in all
the parishes of the East End, came to the conclusion, having
known nothing previously about Clerkenwell or about St. Luke’s,
that the central parts of London, including parts of St. Luke’s,
nearly the whole of Clerkenwell, the southern part of St Pancras,
and the eastern part of Holborn, were by very far the worst
parts of London, both as regards the structural condition of the
houses, and also as regards overcrowding. Would not such an
opinion be rather an argument in favour of you, above all other
parishes, needing the %est regulations that you could get? I
believe I may say that our Vestry are generally of opinion that
(Nerkenwell is not so bad as it is represented or made out to be,
and especially if the death rate is to be taken as any criterion,
and most people hold that to be at least some criterion.

17,583. The death rate which has been put forward as the
death rate of Clerkenwell has been examined in an article in the
¢ Lancet,” which I daresay you noticed, and which pointed out
that it was not a corrected death rate ?—It was a corrected
death rate. Our intra-parochial death rate, within the parish, is
16-9: and making allowance for everything else, our doctor says
that he cannot bring it up to above 21 at the very outside, and
he says that it is too high.

17,584. Then your opinion is that that article in the ““ Lancet”
was founded on a misconception >—1I think so. I think the fact
that our internal death rate was only 16-9 was altogether over-
looked. I am speaking from memory.

17,585. At question 1431, the witness was asked this: ¢ Then
““we come to Wynyatt cottages ; will you just describe the state
¢ of things there ?” and her answer was: * The court is entered
“‘by an archway, and you go down 12 or 15 steps from the street
¢level.” Then the next question is : “The lower rooms are like
¢ cellars then ? 7’ and her answer was : * Yes, the rooms are very
¢ dark and unhealtliy ; almost every room is inhabited by a
“family.” Then question 1433 was: *“Four or five people
¢ inhabiting each room ?” and the answer was: “There would
¢“ not be four or five in every room, but there are families of four
¢ or five in some of the rooms.” Those rooms were dark and
almost underground rooms, which, T think, your medical officer
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reported against >—I think he did so once, but he has not done
so latterly.

17,586. It was included in a scheme, I think ?—Yes. These
little places depend very much upon the way in which they are
kept by the occupants. A good many people can live in small
cottages and keep them nice, while other people keep them like

igsties.

gli;’,ﬁﬂ?. If you remember the situation of these cottages, down
steps, you will remember that they are very damp and dark?—
They are rather low.

17,588. At question 1434 Mrs, Bates was asked to whom that
Emperty belonged, and she answered, ¢ To Mr. Ball.” I do not

now that I need enlarge much upon evidence of this kind about
Mr. Ball's houses. Similar evidence was given by Mr. Dawes
and one or two other of the clergy who have lived in the
neighbourhood for some time ?—Before you leave that, may I
just say with regard to the death rate of Clerkenwell, that our
medical officer some years ago in his annual report gave a return
made by the Registrar General of the death rate of the various
arishes in the metropolis, and there, singularly enough,
erkenwell was within 9 or 10 of the top. That was 20 years

ago.

17,589. Clerkenwell has been always famous from its great
height for its very healthy situation, has it not —That may be
alleged as regards any parish that happens to be in a healthy
state. We say it is from good sanitation.

17,590. But you stand very much higher than some of the
neighbouring parishes, do you not ?—Some portion of the parish
does, but a great deal of the parish lies very low. We say that
it is good sanitation and constant watching over the condition of
the parish.

17,591. (Mr. Godwin). Did the medical officer divide that
report upon the death rate of Clerkenwell in any way; did he
show the various divisions of the parish, or did he merely give
the average 7—He gave the average; he gave the divisions as
well.

17,592. Do you remember what was the highest death rate in
one of the divisions ?—1I could not say at this moment.

17,593. Have you heard that it was nearly 40 ?—No, I have
not. I do not think it is possible.

17,594. Are you prepared to say that it was not?—No, I
would not without the documents before me. Let me make one
further observation. It happened to come to the knowledge of
the Vestry last night that a report had just been presented to
the Asylums Board, giving the deaths per 10,000 from cholera



124

during the last three visitations. It happened that at the first
vigitation in Clerkenwell the rate was 10 per 10,000; at the
second visitation it was 7 per 10,000, and in the last visitation
it was only 6 per 10,000, I humbly submit that if
any argument or inference is to be drawn from that, we may
fairly claim that Clerkenwell has gone on improving from years
one by.
g 17,59}’5. (The Chairman). May I ask you whether at the same
time you looked at the total number of deaths in London in
each of those visitations 7—I have not got if, but I mean to
et it.
i 17,596. Was it not the case that the first visitation was much
more severe than the second, and the second far more severe
than the third ?—But it was so much per 10,000.

17,597. But through the whole of London the epidemic of
1866 was nothing like so violent as that of 1848, was it ?—

Taken altogether, I am told that the report is very favourable
to Clerkenwell.

17,598. I have not seen the report, and therefore I am not
able to cross-examine you upon it; but there is the notorious
fact that the epidemic of 1866 was less violent than the epi-
demic of 1848 ; and I believe that the epidemic of 1848 was less
violent than the first visitation ; and if so, it would only show
that Clerkenwell was as lucky, perhaps, as the rest of London?
—1It is said that this return shows Clerkenwell in a very favour-
able position as compared with other metropolitan parishes.

17,599. (My. Broadhurst.) But this return is not yet published
and therefore it is not evidence ?—No, I am not putting this in
as evidence, but only making a passing observation.

17,600. (The Chairman.) Amongst those of whom we spoke
just now is Mr. Martin ; do you know Mr. Martin’s houses in
Queen Street ?—Yes, I know he has some there, but I could not
tell you what number there are.

17,601. Do you know Brunswick Place ?—Yes.

17,602. That is a very queer place, is it not, containing very
doubtful property Y—I cannot say that it is doubtful property,
except in the sense that all small property is doubtful.

17,603. You do not think it is specially bad ?—I do not think
BO. -
17,604. Has it not been mentioned at your vestry as being
very bad ?- -1 cannot Eu{l that it has to my recollection ~ They

are small cottages, but they are very tidy cottages if they are
well kept.
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17,605. They are partly owned by Mr, Ball, and partly by Mr.
Martin, ave they not ?—Partly by Mr. Ball, partly by Mr.
Martin, perhaps, and partly by somebody else some distance
away.

I{ﬁl}ﬁ. Do you know the property owned by Mr. Henry Hill
whom I mentioned just now in the courts out of Smith Street?
—No, I cannot say I do. I know both Mr. Henry Hill and Mr.
Martin too as very respectable people.

17,607. Mr. Henry Hill has property in Northampton Street,
has he not ?—I think he has.

17,608. One of the school board visitors was asked with regard
to Northampton Street at question 1414: ““In one of the houses
“ in that street have you found a family of nine persons living
“ in one room ?”" She replies in the affirmative, and speaks of
the bad condition of that property, and states that that particular
house belonged to Mr. Hill, a member of the Vestry ?—It might
be; I cannot say. Again, did that school board visitor come
or send and lodge a complaint at the Vestry Hall of the exis-
tence of overcrowding ? 1f so, it would have been remedied at
once. As a matter of fact we have exceedingly few intimations
given us from other sources than our own staff of the existence
of either overcrowding, or nuisances, or defects of any kind.

17,609. Do you know the sisters who work in 8t. Luke’s, in
St. Mary’s, Charterhouse, on that side of your parish under Mr.
Dawes ?—No.

17,610. You do not remember their making a representation
to you ?—No. I know some sisters who occupy some premises
in Lloyd Square, called ‘ the Retreat.” They once nal,')lled my
attention to some sanitary defect or overcrowding in a mission
house or somewhere where they were in the habit of visiting in
Easton Street or Easton Place, and T immediately caused that to
be examined and looked into, and one committee visited the
place from house to house.

17,611. That is the only representation from them that you
remember >—That is the only one that I remember, and there
‘it was found that it was the people’s own fault that there was
anything to complain of.

17,612. Do you know Mr. Coker's property on Clerkenwell
Green ?—Yes.

17,613. Do you know some houses there, the bottom parts of
which are used for workshops, and the top rooms of which are
very much crowded ?—No, 1 do not.

17,614, The houses are in a very bad state of repair, are
they not ?—I do not know.
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17,615. (Lord Carrington.) Mr. Jennings was the chairman
of the sanitary committee I think in March last when he was
examined before us ?—Yes.

17,616. Does he hold that position now ?—No.

17,617. When was his re-election opposed, and how was if
carried ; can you give us the names on the division list ?—No, I
cannot.

17,618. Have you no minutes of the division lists 7—Yes,
but T have not got them with me here, I could easily produce
them.

17,619. Have you brought with you the minutes of the vestry
during the last three or four months ?—No; in fact I may say
that T only knew last night that I should have to appear here.
this morning, and therefore crave the indulgence of the Com-
mission, and to express a hope that I may be favoured with
another opportunity of producing evidence or answering ques-
¢gions for which I am not prepared at this moment.

17,620. At question 2915 Mr. Thomas Jennings was asked this
question : *“ Do you also find that many of the houses in your
“‘parish are in a very bad state of repair,” and his answer was
this: ** Yes, very bad; some of the places could not have been
. attended to or cleaned for years, Easton Place for instance.”
Is that the fact or not ?—I do not think that it is quite the fact,
though I am not in the Labit of going round to these places
daily or weekly myself, and therefore I am scarcely prepared to
speak positively upon the subject, but all 1 know is, that if it
had come to the knowledge of our sanitary committee they
would very soon have visited it and remedied it.

17,621. Then you cannot give an answer to that question 7—
I cannot say that I can.

17,622. At question 2947 Mr. Jennings was asked this: ‘“ You
“have a great number of persons on the vestry who are interested
¢ in bad or doubtful property, have you not;” and his answer
was “ Yes.” Do you deny that ?—It is a question then of what
is bad or doubtful property. That may be a matter of opinion.
Some people might think a very good class of house a bad and
doubtful piece of property; others may have a very different
opinion. The question is what class of property are the poor
expected to be able to obtain and live in ? Naturally the smaller,
poorer, and inferior class of property I take it.

17,623. Do you consider a vestry clerk’s a good opinion of
what is bad and doubtful property ? The vestry clerk could form
his own individual opinion ; but as to an official opinion I donot
teel myself called upon to give one.
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i7.624. In answer to question 2968, Mr. J ennings stated that
there are 10 publicans on your Vestry; is that so within your
knowledge ?—I should say that there are; that would be only
10 out of 72.

17,625. At question 2971 he was asked: ¢Is there much
« interest taken in the parish in the elections of the Vestry?”
and his answer was *‘ No, very little,” Do you think that much
interest is taken in the elections to the Vestry ?—Yes.

17,626. (The Chairman.) How many people vote ?—It all
depends upon the cireumstances. Sometimes we have 80 or 90,
and sometimes we have 200 or 300. At other times when there
is mo poll, elections are carried by comparatively few. For
instance, in the case of Mr. Ball, who was stated to be elected by
13 * at the head of the poll,” it so happened that there was no
polling at the election of Mr. Ball, but simply a show of hands;
and as I have already said Mr. Ball is, T think, very much
esteomed in his own ward, and he had no opposition to meet.
When there is opposition we have a considerable amount of
excitement and sometimes a great deal of activity in coming to
the poll. Sometimes things pass oft very quietly where there is
no opposition.

17,627. (Lord Carrington.) In answer to question 3021 the
witness stated in March last there were on the Vestry 13 or 14
house owners ; is that the case ?—I ghould think that is very
likely. As I have already stated, a great many men try to geta
little property together, a little house property amongst other
things, and they think it no crime, or no disparagement to
their eligibility for seats on public boards.

17,628. At question 3091 the witness was asked : “ Have you
¢¢ ayer known any inspection of those houses made by the agents
“ or sub-agents of any of the freeholders during the leases, or
‘has any report been made to them as to overcrowding or
“ want of repairs?’’ and his answer was «“ No.”” Has it ever
come to your knowledge that such inspections have been made
by the landlords, or the agents of landlords, such as Mr.
Boodle ?—No, it has not. At least I have never heard of it
until just recently.

17,629. At question 3174 the witness was asked: ‘Do you
“know that,in fact, throughout a large part of Clerkenwell
« families are residing in single rooms ? To which he replied
in the affirmative. Do you think that there are many such cases ?
—1 should say not, decidedly. Theremay be cases.

17,630. (The Chairman.; Do you doubt that fact ?—1I doubt it.
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When you say a large part of Clerkenwell I presume you mean
the major part of it.

17,631. There was no denial made of that statement by Lord
Northampton’s agent, or by Lord William Compton ?—I am not
aware of it. I think that, as a rule, they have at least two rooms,
a day room aund a sleeping room.

17,632. I suppose it turns upon what we mean by a large part
of the paiish. I suppose you do not doubt that there are a great
number of cases in Clerkenwell in which people have but one
room ?—It may be so if the rooms are of sufficient size.

17,633. Tam afraid it is so without that qualification —It may
be. I know that our medical officer, as a rule, looks after these
things, and where he finds that such a case exists he makes a
note of it, and endeavours tostop it, especially if it assumes any-
thing like a feature of overcrowding, where the law can reach
the owner.

17,634. (Lord Carrington.) Who appoints the sanitary inspec-
tors and the parish surveyors ?—The Vestry.

16,635. Isthat, in your opinion, satisfactory *—Yes.

17,636. That mode of election leaves them perfectly free to act
independently, in your opinion ?— Perfectly. I do not know
what you mean by independently. It leaves them I should say,
to study and act in the best interests of their employers, the
vestry.

17,637. And in the best interests of the poor inhabitants of
the tenement houses as well 7—Yes.

17,638. Turning to question 3921, have you ever known an
inspector discharged for neglect of duty >—Yes.

17,639. Can you give us the name ¥—I think his name was
W.; an inspector who was discharged some years ago.

17,640. Is that the only instance that you can bring to mind ?
—1I think I may say that we discharged a surveyor some years
ago.

ng,Edl. Can you give any name ?—(. was his name. He did
not give satisfaction to the vestry, and therefore he was called
upon to resign.

17,642. The vicar of Clerkenwell is, 1 believe, ex officio chair-
man of the vestry when he attends, is he not ?—Yes.

17,643. Does he ever attend 7—Yes.

17,245 Un to last March had he ever attended or taken any
interest in the vestry ?—Yes, he always attends upon Easter
Tuesdays, but with that exception he seldom interferes or meddles
with parochial affairs.

17,645. (The Chairman). That is the usual custom, is it not ? It
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is the custom in my own parish that the vicar always attends

upon Easter Tuesday, but never on any other day ?—Yes, that

is s0.

 17,646. The vicar of Clerkenwell is an elected clergyman, is
he not 7—Yes.

17,647. {Lord Carrington). Then you do not agree with this
answer that was given to question 3306 :—* He”’ (that is to say,
the vicar) * has never, as I have already said, visited with the
« committee when they have been out inspecting upon sanitary
¢ questions. He has never attended the meetings, that is to say,
¢ the sanitary committee meetings ? ’—The vicar is not a member
of the sanitary committee, and, therefore, he does not even know
when the sanitary committee meet ; and it would not be expected
that even if he knew when they met he would intrude himself
uninvited.

17,648. But he happens to be an ex officio member of all the
committees of the Vestry, does he not ?—No, certainly not; he
is simply ex officio chairman of the Vestry.

17,649. And he is not ex officio a member of all the committees
of the Vestry, according to the evidence which we had given in
answer to question 3304 ?—Not of any committee. He is not
even on any committee.

17,650. Do you know Mr. Brighty ?—Yes, very well.

17,651. He has been on the Clerkenwell Vestry for 12 years,
I believe ?—I believe he has.

17,652. Mr. Brighty, in answer to question 3,418, says: “‘The
“ Vestry, as a rule, do not care to do anything that will disturb
¢ themselves and their immediate friends.” Is that the case ?—
I do not agree with it. I say no.

17,653. He says that years ago during his time, that is to say,
within 12 years, the Vestry had had no regular meetings; was
that the case ?—No. Itis an extraordinary statement.

17,653a. You always since your time had regular meetings?
— Certainly.

17,654. Is it the case that if anyone complained of a gross case
at any time the committee was called together and would view
the place, and that it might be remedied, but that there was no
regular system of inspection ?—It is not the case. On any such
case being made known at the Vestry Hall, if it was a case re-
quiring the committee’s inspection, the committee would be called
together to view it ; but inasmuch as we have a medical officer
of health who makes it a special duty to attend to any such com-
plaint, and also sanitary inspectors, it would be very seldom
necessary to specially call the committee together unless the
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medical officer after inspection thought it desirable that the
committee should be called together, and in that case they would
be called together.

17,655. You have never, I think, made it your business to
inquire whether the vestrymen hold this questionable sort of
property or not, but you have given a considerable amount of
valuable evidence upon this point. At question 3419 the witness
is asked this : * It has been stated that a considerable number
‘““of persons upon the Vestry are interested themselvesin pro-
“ perty of a bad or doubtful kind ; is that the case ?” and the
answer 18: ‘‘ Yes, that is so. There are several who hold houses
““in our own immediate neighbourhood in Clerkenwell, and
““ some of them have houses in the surrounding neighbourhood
‘“ and distriet, St. Luke’s, and other parts; and it is difficult to
‘““ get a man to move when he is personally interested.” Do you
contradiet that 7—1I do not agree with it. I do not understand
such a statement.

17,656, You do not agree with it, but you do not contradict
it ?—1I do not agree with it. I think it is exaggerated. I should
like to ask what is meant by ‘“a difficulty to get a man to
move,”

17,657. The expression is ‘It is difficult to get a man to
move.” I suppose it means to get the sanitary authority to
work ?—1 do not know what it means really. Certainly there
would be no difficulty in getting the sanitary authority to move.
If that is what is meant to be implied I should contradict it,
most decidedly.

17,658. Passing to question 3421, can you give us any idea
whether the gentlemen who are largely interested in this sort of
property are more regular attendants than the other 72 members
of the Vestry 7—I am not prepared to say that they are more
regular attendants than other tradesmen are who form the
Vestry,

17,669. What is the average attendance out of the 72 ?—I
should say that the average, taking the year round, would be
from 25 to 30.

17,660. (The Chairman.) You say that these property owners,
by whom I mean those 13 or 14 that we have been talking of
to-day, are not more regular in their attendance than the other
members of the Vestry. As compared with the other of the 72
members of the Vestry those 14 gentlemen are on more com-
mittees than the rest on an average, are they not ?—IT could not
say that they are ; that has never struck me,
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17,661. That was the calculation that I made in lockin
through the lists of your committess appointed this year, it struc
me that those 14 well-known names figure there very largely.
Have you with you a list of your committees appointed this
year ?—Yes (produeing a list). I have jotted down the business
of each committeeman as far as I know it. How it will work
out I do not know.

17,662. The works committee is a very important committee,
is it not 7—Yes.

17,663. I find out that 10 out of the 14 gentlemen, of whom
we have spoken this morning, are on the works committee ; that
is very much higher than the average, is it not?—It might
be so.

17,664. That is extraordinarily high, is it not >—But if they
are on the works committee in unusual number it is only because
they have been thought more fitted for that committee work than
other members.

17,665. It is a remarkable fact that being all of them owners
of this particular kind of property they are considered more fitted
for the work of the works committee than anybody else ?—I do
not think that you can draw such a conclusion. The fact is that
the works committee has nothing whatever to do with house pro-
perty; the works committee has simply to look after the state
of the roads and such matters as that.

17,666. It is generally considered the committee which
forms the nucleus or centre of the Vestry, is it not 7—Certainly
not.

17,667, It is so in my own vestry ?—It is not so in mine. Being
on that committee they are on it perfectly disinterestedly, be-
cause it does not touch their property in any way.

17,668. Let us take the assessment and appeal committee, which
you said yourself was a very important committee; I find that
seven out of these 14 gentlemen are on that committee; that is
higher than the average, is it not ?—No, I cannot say that it is.

17,669. Half of these gentlemen are on that committee, but half
the vestry are not on t committee ?—I think that you will
find that these committees take in most of the members of the
vestry.

17,670. But this particular committee is, as you say, a very
important committee. You rejected the works committee as not
being important enough ?—I do not say that the works com-
mittee is not an important one, but T say that it has nothing at
all to do to encourage house owners to be upon it for interested

purposes,
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17,671. The assessment committee most undoubtedly has an
immense deal to do with small house property, and I find that
half of these gentlemen are on that particular committee *—
Then, if so, it is because they have been thought by the wvestry
to be the best judges of assessment questions.

17,672. I have no doubt that they thoroughly understand
their own business, but outsiders might be disposed to think
that they might be slightly prejudiced by their possession of
this kind of property ?--I’erhaps it might be open to ridicule if
men of certain trades were put upon this committee, most un-
likely to form a particular judgment upon the duties appertain-
ing to the committee, AsIsay, I thoroughly believe that all
round the men are honestly selected for the various committees
who are considered the best fitted to discharge the duties.

17,673. You cannot be very much astonished if people draw
the opposite conclusion, can you ?— Perhaps not; but I cannot
see why they should.

17,674. (Mr. Broadhurst). You have three sanitary inspectors
in Clerkenwell I understand *—Yes.

17,675. Is it true that one of them is also coroner’s officer and
sexton of the church ?—Yes.

17,676. What sanitary inspection does he do in addition to
those duties ?—He was coroner’s officer and sexton of the church
before he was appointed inspector under the vestry. The reason
of his being employed at all by the vestry was this: that we used
to employ our other two sanitary inspectors as messengers to
take out all board summonses and committee summonses, which
took up some comsiderable part of their time; and I was in
favcur of their being relieved of that, and of their being enabled
to look more immediately after their particular duties. That led
to a messenger being appointed for the express purpose of
taking out the board and committee summonses, and relievin
the other two inspectors from that work. But, in addition to his
appointment as messenger, he was also appointed assistant
sanitary inspector, so that his services might be called into
requisition when occasion required to aseist the other two.

17,677. Then your third sanitary inspector is sexton of the
church, coroner’s officer, messenger to the vestry, and assistant
sanitary inspector P—Yes, occasionally he is an assistant sanitary
inspector.

17,678. Is he described officially in your parish assanitary in-
spector —No, we do not recognise him as a sanitary inspector
to take any proceedings. We sometimes employ him to assist
the others in going round and surveying premises in general,
to see what state they are in, and to see if he can find any
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. 17,689, That is one case in 28 years >—Yes, for neglect of
uty.

17,690. Could you tell us what the neglect was; was it too
much activity or too little ?—Too little.

17,691. You have no recollection of what the omission of
duties consisted of, or what were the allegations ?—It was mis-
conduet in more ways than one. I do mnot think the actual
neglect of duty would have led to his dismissal if there had not
been some other misconduct attached to it.

17,692. Is there any reason v hy you should not state the mis-
conduct for which he was discharged >—1I hardly think it neces-
sary, nor do I think I could accurately state 1t.

(The Chairman.) I think it would be desirable that we should
strike out the name, but that you should state the misconduct
for which he was discharged, though of course I shall not press
it in any way.

17,693. (My. Broadhurst.) Itwould be very interesting to know
for what the sanitary inspector was discharged? —For general
inattention and negligenco of duty for one thing. The miscon-
duct was sometimes leaving his duty without leave, and there-
fore letting his duties remain unattended to, which, of itself, was,
perhaps, a breach of discipline.

17,694. You said just now that you did not think he would
have been discharged for neglect of duty ?—I think that might
have been overlooked if there had not been anything else to
back it up.

17,695. What else was there to back it up ?—He was not the
most sober of men for one thing.

17,696. Then we are to understand that he was discharged for
drunkenness ?—Not altogether, but both together led to his dis-
missal.

17,697. You mean that this inspector had an accumulation of
bad habits, but that one of the chief allegations was not his
want of inspection of bad property ?—Yes, he had an accumu-
}iation of bad habits, but his chief fault was inattention to his

uties.

17,698. Lord William Compton, in answer to question 660,
says, ‘“ By the accounts of the poor people it seems to me that
“no sanitary inspector ever went into any of the rooms. The
“ ganitary inspector used to walk through the passage into the
“back court, and then walk out again, if he went at all. I be-
“ Jieve he used to go sometimes, but my opinion is that he did
“ next to nothing up to within the last six months ?”—I do not
think that Lord William Compton could be in a position to give
such an opinion, speaking with all deference. He could not

RREE




135

possibly have any personal knowledge of the action of our in-
tors.
quc?,ﬁgﬂ. In answer to question 661, he further says, being
asked whether any long period had elapsed since the last sani-
tary visit, ‘That I cannot answer except upon the testimony
it of the people. In some places they said that the sanitary in-
¢ gpector came once a year, and in other places that he came
« geeasionally ; they could not tell me how ofte, Lut I do not
« think that his visits ever resulted in anything ?”"—I altogether
dissent from such evidence and the conclusions to be drawn
from it.
~ 17,700, You think that Lord William Compton knew nothing
about it ?—Yes, I do.

17,701. And that is your verdict on his evidence 7—On _that
particular piece of evidence it is, that is my opinion. There
might have been some solitary case of the kind, but as a matter
of fact and practice I dissent from it altogether. :

17,702. You were good enough to say that if reports as to
overcrowding and bad sanitation were properly lodged with your
vestry they would have attention, and the evils complained of
would be remedied ?—Yes.

17,703. Can you tell the Commission of any successful opera-
tions of the vestry in removing nuisances and improving sani-
tation that have been instituted upon the report of their sanitary
inspector >—1I could tell you plenty, but verbally here of course
it would be a difficult thing. It embraces such a wide range
that it is very difficult to condense anything info a brief state-
ment ; but that operations have been so practically carried out T
unhesitatingly aver. Nuisances have been removed and over-
crowding has becn abated ; that I most unhesitatingly say.

17,704. But surely having regard to the fact that you have
have been vestry clerk for 28 years there cannot have been
much done on the vestry without your having considerable
knowledge of it ?—No.

17,705. Can you not remember any single instance in which
a muisance was removed from your parish as the result of the
activity of your inspectors >—Hundreds and thousands.

17,706. Can you describe any one particular case ?—I would
not like to commit myself to any one particular case, because I
could put my finger upon the actual facts.

17,707. How long is it since you had anything like the re-
moval of a nuisance ?—Almost every week something of the
kind occurs.

17,708. Clearing out overcrowded dwellings and the recon-
struction of drains, and so on ?—Whenever they come to our
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knowledge they are attended to at once; the reconstruction of
drains and the clearing out of overcrowded dwellings, cer-
tainly.

17,709, But you have not yet told us of any particular
instance ; in the 28 years surely you can call to mind one or
two ?—It is as easy to call to mind two or three hundred as to
call to mind two cr three. Tt is a constant daily practice, and
therefore to ask me to put my finger upon one particular case is
almost too much.

17,710. Are we to understand that it is the daily practice of
your vestry to reduce overcrowding, to cause whitewashing, the
general improvement of dwellings, and the improvement of
drains ?—Yes. '

17,711. You are doing that constantly ?—Yes, whenever it
comes to our knowledge, and our sanitary officers think it neces-
sary, it is carried out.

17,712. Could you undertake to give us the work of the last
two years, or the work of the last twelve months, or both, I mean
health improvement works carried out by your Vestry ?—I could
furnish you with volumes of reports containing instances of that
kind, but I do not happen to have them here. It is a part of
our daily customary usual work of the parish. I could give you
volumes of them.

17,713. Do you mean volumes of improvements in dwellings ?
—Removal of nuisances, cleaning up, including abating of over-
crowding, and such like.

17,714. And you have been doing that constantly >—VYes, it
has been part of the ordinary work of the Vestry ever since the
Vestry has been established.

17,715. Then it naturally follows, if one might take the liberty
of saying so, that Clerkenwell must have been in a terrible con-
dition a few years back, if you have been constantly doing that
by your local operations, and yet the condition of things still
exists, as to which we have had so much evidence before the
Commission —Clerkenwell was in a terrible state at one time,
before the Vestry came into operation ; butit has been improving,
in my opinion, ever since. That there will be and are defects
there can be no denying, and I am afraid that there always will
be defects requiring attention. '

17,716. (The Chasrman.) Of course, I do not for an instant
question your statement as to the number of nuisances removed
by the Vestry, and so forth; being familiar with vestry work
myself I understand how that part of the business of a Vestry is
carried on. But with regard to the general statement which
you have just made, that Clerkenwell has greatly improved since
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17,720. So that in Clerkenwell you get the best men that pre-
sent themselves ?—Yes. '

17,721. Your words were something like these : that the men
of property were the men naturally to take an interest in parish
affairs 7—Yes.

17,722. But do you think it generally a desirable thing that
the owners of nuisances should be the men who should sway
the local government of the district in which their nuisances
exist P—1 do not think that they should be the men to sway
the government of the district in which the nuisances exist;
but other tradesmen are  owners of nuisances’ some-
times as well as those you refer to, and I believe that if one of
the vestrymen was found to have a nuisance existing he would
be pounced upon much more sharply than another person who
was not a member of the vestry.

17,723. Has that been your experience 7—Yes; and even in
regard to assessments I have known vestrymen more severely
dealt with than people who are not vestrymen.

17,724, Are Mr. Ball and Mr. Ross, and other gentlemen simi-
larly situated, pounced upon more severely than others ?—I think
they would be if a conspicuous nuisance came to be known.

17,725. Do you not consider that they own a great deal of
property which might fairly be described as conspicuous
nuisances —No, I cannot say that I am of opinion that they
do.

17,726. Do you not think that house after house in which
four, five, and six people are crowded into one room, those
houses being in a very dilapidated condition, the drainage being
in many cases bad, the water supply being bad, are nuisances
which are dangerous to the health of the parish ?—I should
think so, if it existed ; but the property itself would not be the
nuisance ; it would be its being allowed to be occupied by more
persons than should ocecupy it.

17,727. You split the distinctions so very finely that I fear I
can scarcely follow you, A house that has four rooms and six
people in each room would be a nuisance ; if the people were
out of the rooms you think it would not be so much of a nui-
sance ?—Certainly.

17,728. But then the property would not be held if the houses
were empty ?— But you asked me just now whether I did not
ihink that the property held by these people constituted a
nuisance in itself, as I understood your question. My answer
to that is this, that the property itself, no matter how extensively
it is held, would not constifute a nuisance. A nuisance might
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“Yes; in one house there are eight families. (Q.) How
‘' many rooms do they generally occupy? (4.) One room.”—
Each family ?

17,735. Each family. —Has Mrs. Bates ever come and lodged
that complaint at the Vestry Hall, in her very great anxiety
that the poor should be relieved from this oppressive state of
things ?~—T should say, No; and in my opinion she would have
done a very wise thing if she had done so at once.

17,736. Mrs. Bates is employed by the school board to attend
to the school attendance of the children ; you have two sanitary
inspectors besides this church sexton and coroner’s officer and ex-
jeweller. Do you not think that it would be more their duty than
a school board visitor's to look after this sort of thing ?—So it is ;
but what an immense aid the school board visitors would be
to the sanitary authorities if in the course of their ordinary pere-
grinations when they came across nuisances of any kind, and
especially overcrowding, they called the attention of the sanitary
authorities to such cases as you describe! What great public
good they would do, and what valuable aid they would give to
the sanitary authorities if they would come and give us a little
information about it!

17,737. Would you mind following the questions for a little
time, and then we will have your lecture or remarks on Mrs.
Bates afterwards. You admit that this state of things is very
deplorable, and that it constitutes a nuisance P—Where it exists
undoubtedly it is a nuisance.

17,738. You say that you do not often have complaints ; do
you think that the extraordinarily large proportion of these
small property owners on the various committees has anything
to do with that ?—No.

17,739. Do you think it is very likely that people would gene-
rally present a complaint about a certain class of property to the
men who own that property, or to their friends who own other
property of similar chiaracter 7—1I should say that the occupier
who has a grievance should at first go to his landlord, who has
the power to remove that grievance; and if the landlord does
not remove it, he should at once come to the authority who could
and would remove it.

17,740. May I ask whether, from your general knowledge of
the habits of small property owners such men, for instance, as
Mr. Ross and Mr. Ball, and Mr. Hill, they would, as a rule,
collect their own rents?—1I should be inclined to think that they
would ; Mr. Ball does. Mr. Ross, I believe, collects rents for
a good many people besides himself, and, therefore, I should say
that he would collect his own.
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owner must go through the house when he-collects the rents ?—
Yes.

17,748. Then would you think that the man who holds this
property, and who regularly deals in this class of property, and
who must be perfectly well acquainted with the fact that it is
in a condition which not only violates the law of the land but
violates all good taste and good feeling, is a fit person to take a
public position on the governing body of that district ; do you
think that, especially when the vestry contains 12 or 14 such
members, or something like that number, they would con-
stitute an authority to which the sanitary inspectors would be
very anxious to present reports as to the bad condition of the
property ?—But you must first prove the man to be a regular
delinquent. I should not say that if he was a regular delin-
quent he was an eligible person to take part in parochial affairs ;
but your question is so general that if I answered it it would be
a wholesale condemnation of some one or other, which T am not
prepared to pronounce unless the man is proved to be a
delinquent. But I have heard of such things as owners of
property going round to collect the rents, and doing the places up
frequently, and laying out a very large sum of money, and then
I have it on evidence again that in two or three weeks time the
place has been as bad as ever again. T have frequently heard
of instances of that sort, and I could prove them.

17,749. Things of that kind exist in Clerkenwell as a sort of
theory. They are things that have been heard of but not seen,
are they not 7—Not so much theory ; they are too substantial for
theory.

17,750. I do not want to generalize but to particularize.
Here are owners of property of the class of which I have been
reading a description. They collect their rents every week, and
to collect their rents they must go to the door of each tene-
ment-room ; therefore they must positively bs acquainted with
the condition of these tenements ?—Yes.

17,751. Then if the owner, knowing this state of things, fails
either to put his house in order or to report its condition to the
proper authorities, he is clearly, from your own reasoning, a man
who would be unfit to take part in the management of the affairs
of the parish ?7—The question is too general to be answered.

17,752. I think it is very specific >—I could not give a Yes or
a No to a general question of that kind. If a man was proved
to be guilty of omitting to do what was his plain and distinet
duty, and what he felt that his tenants expected him to do,
and what was necessary to be done for the tenants’ good, and
his tenants did not abuse what he choose to do for them, then
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further was done. It was quite open to the gentleman who
brought up the report and moved its adoption, if he thought
proper, to move that the clause be referred back for reconsider-
ation, and with some other modification it might have proved
acceptable; but no such step was taken and therefore the thing
has remained without any further action upon it. Whether that
can be construed into a determination to reject and to have
nothing to do with the regulations, I am not prepared to say.
I am sorry that I have not the clause before me, because if I had
it I could speak more positively upon it.

17,759. The result of it is this, that the regulations are,
if not dead, suspended ?—Yes, they are suspended ut any rate.

17,760. And there is a majority against them ?—Yes, but do
not misunderstand me. There was a majority against the
adoption of that particular clause. Beyond that I cannot com-
mit myself excepting that I cannot put such a construction upon
the whole thing as to say that the regulations have been alto-
gether rejected with the determination to have mothing to do
with them; I am not prepared to say that, but I am only pre-
pared to say that on that clause being moved for adoption
it was negatived, and no steps have been taken since to re-
vive it.

17,761. But that particular clause was the chief enacting
clause, was it not ?—It might have been, and I still say that it
might have been acceptable with some further modifications.

17,762. T have nothing to ask you upon the question of why
replies have not been sent to the Local Government Board ; that
is no part of my business, but it would be very interesting to
know the business that has occupied the time of the vestry so
severely since May 80th; have there been lengthened reports
from your sanitary inspectors and medical officer >—I think I
may say that there has been more than the average amount of
business of late, and we have had more than the average
amount of talk in the transaction of that business, and therefore
there has been unnecessary delay in getting that business off
the agenda, and in arriving at this particular question.

17,763. You cannot describe the sort of business >—No ; it is
general.

17,764. (Mr. Godwin). I think T understood you to say that
you consider the present mode of apnointing the sanitary in-
spectors satisfactory ?—VYes.

17,765. But do you think so after what has taken place
this morning?—Yes; I have heard nothing to shake my
opinion,
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17,766. One witness has said to us in respect to these sani-
~ tary inspectors and the work that they have done, that he
thought they did very little for the salaries they got; and he
was asked if it was his opinion that if they were too active in
the case of a vestry on which there were a large number of
owners of small property, they would not be so welcome and
popular with the owners of that property as they were. Would
you believe that the fact that what they said would not be
palatable does affect their statements ?—No; I do not aequiesce in
that answer.

17,767. But fromn your knowledge of human nature do yow
not think it very likely to be true 7—No, I think rather the con-
trary. I am inclined to think that the inspectors being
appointed by the vestry, if any vestryman had a property that
required to be dealt with by the sanitary inspector, a friendly
word or two from the sanitary inspector to that member of the
board would be quite as likely to have an effect as a stranger
going and taking legal proceedings. I thing sometimes a good
deal more is done by a little amicable dealing with people than
by drawing a hard and fast line by the law.

17,768. More than one witness has said, speaking with regard
to these sanitary inspectors, and the sort of reports that they
made, ‘It is very likely that they may be influenced by the
¢ owners of property.” Do you agree with that ?—1I do not think
that they would be influenced to the extent of their neglecting
their duty. I do not agree with the answer at all. It is an
answer which is calculated to prejudice the officers, and which
I entirely dissent from.

17,769. Do you think that the present mode of appointing
the vestries themselves, which lets in the owners of the kind of
property which we have heard about, and which is no doubt
allowed to be in a very unsatisfactory condition, doing a great
deal of mischief to those who inhabit it, is a satisfactory mode of
appointment ?—I should be sorry to see anything brought about
that should constitute the vestry of men who had not a penny
to call their own, and who were destitute of property. I am in-
clined to think that men of property are the most suitable men
to be elected on local boards. Ido not care what their property
is, whether it is house property, or ]i::*c-perty in the funds, or any
other property, but give me men who have something at stake
in the parish.

17,770. But are those men who have property which it is

roved here is allowed to remain in a most deplorable condition
the proper people to be on the vestry; and is an arrangement
which allows them to become members of the vestry a satis-
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17,7717. (My. McCullagh Torrens.) You have been for 28 years
vestry clerk 7—Yes.
~ 17.778. And I presume that you have a clear recollection of

the condition of tﬁa parish when the Act of 1855 came into
- operation ?—Yes.

17,779. I do not ask your opinion, but as as matter of fact, is
it true that Clerkenwell is in the same condition with regard to
house accommodation as it was in 1855 ?—In what respect?

17,780. In respect to the overcrowded tenements of the poorer

art of the parish ?—1I can only go by this. The population of
%larkenwal in 1861 was 65,000 odd; it is now 69,000 odd ; but
in the meantime we have had a considerable amount of property,
some of the smallest and most wretched courts, besides some
tolerably good property, removed for the formation of the
(Clerkenwell road, which swept away many hundred of people.
The property which I referred to as having been pulled down
amounted to 221 houses of a gross value of £6,604, the rateable
value being £5,485. 1 have not got the number of persons dis-
placed by the removal of that property, but the number must be
very considerable. Of those 221 houses many were of the smaller
kind. You can form your own estimate as to what would be
the average population. Amongst them were many of the
wretched courts in Turnmill Street, which we had a great
deal of trouble with at that time of day. DBut against so
large an amount of property being swept away and a large wide
road being formed on the site of it, we ﬁaﬂm had alarge quantity
of model dwellings introduced into the parish. I do not know
how many now, but I should say seven or eight or more very
large dwellings containing many thousands of inhabitants. We
have just had the Peabody Buildings opened in Pear Tree
Court, the gupulatiun of which I believe is considerably over a
thousand of itself. Those buildings would give accommodation
for so many more than this property would which has been re-
moved that it would allow, in my opinion, of an increase of
population from 65,000 to 69,000 without there being necessarily
any greater overcrowding in the remaining house property than
existed in 1855. If there is greater overcrowding in the parish
I can scarcely make out where it is, taking the census as my
guide, because 69,000 with these model dwellings instead of
65,000 with the small class of property which formerly stood
upon the site, does not account to my mind, for the great over-
crowding that is now complained of.

17,781. It was stated to the Commission by Lord Shaftesbury,
speaking of London generally, that in his time an indescribable
improvement had taken place in the removal of unfit dwellings,
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and the re-constitution of others; and he instanced specially
his recollection of many of the alleys in Clerkenwell, some of
which you have named. Do you agree in that estimate ?—Most
decidedly I do. The improvement has been immense.

17,782. These demolitions for the Clerkenwell Road party
took place under the Metropolitan Board and partly under what
other Acts ?—In some measure under your own Act— Torrens’
Act. That was putin force in 1869, and some property was re-
moved and rebuilt there. The whole of those courts would have
been dealt with under your Act, but it was known that they
would shortly be swept away for the formation of this road, and
thereforo the vestry held their hands a bit at the time, because
they hardly knew what would become of the poor if they were
swept bodily away; and in the meantime they gave every
attention to their sanitary condition pending their removal.

17,783, 1t has been sometimes stated, to the Commission and
in the press, that the Clerkenwell authorities were indisposed to
put my Acts in operation, is that correct ?—No.

17,784. Is it true that they did put them in operation until
they were induced to hold their hands partly by the exceptional
_cYauaaa you have stated, and partly by other considerations ?—

es.

17,785. If the Metropolitan Board had not thought it neces-
sary to make these great demolitions in the parish of Clerken-
well and its immediate surroundings, do you believe, or can you
state as a matter of your own knowledge, that the operations
under my Act would have continued, judging from the expe-
rience which you have had of their proceedings ?—1I am inclined
to think that the Vestry held their hands in consequence of the
Metropolitan Board not feeling justified in moving, as they felt.
If a Board like that cannot move and BWE&F away the property
and displace the poor, querry, how can we? It mustinvolve not
only the outlay of a considerable sum of money but a very great
displacement of the poor.

17,786. Would it not have been a serious a avation of the
misery of the poor if the Vestry had gone on blindly applying
my Acts which were intended for general use while these excep-
tional demolitions were in progress ?—I think it would.

17,787. (The Chairman.) Asregards the present day, have you
ut Mr. Torrens’ Acts in force since the amendment of the law in
the year 1882 7—We are just now dealing with several sites.

17,788. Have you considered the compensations under the Act
of 1882, and do you think that that Act will be in that respect
a satisfactory one ?—I think so.
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17.789. You think that the compensation will be greatly
reduced by its effect?—I should hardly like to answer that
question as I have not fully studied it. We are just about
~ arriving at that.

17,790. (Mr. MoCullagh Torrens.) Applying your attention
strictly to the question asked you by the Chairman; since the
amending Act of 1882, has it formed a subject of consideration
at the Vestry whether some of the improvements which they
desired might not be made by the Metropolitan Board of Works,
the burden being thereby extended over the town ?—Thegeneral
feeling of the Vestry no doubt was this: that the whole of this
work might become a metropolitan and not a local matter.

17,791. As regards charge >—As regards charge.

17,792. But as regards choice P—As regards choice I think
that the local authorities should very properly have a voice.

17,793. Some persons in local authority would like to have
the choice and to leave the town the charge?—The local
authority would like to have the suggestion at least as knowing
the locality best.

(The Chairman.) The local authority has the suggestion under
Sir Richard Cross’ Act; but probably it would not be found that
the suggestion was enough to get the thing done.

17,794. (Mr. McCullagh Torrens.) As a matter of fact, have the
Metropolitan Board of Works to your knowledge in any instance
since the passing of Sir Richard Cross’ Act adopted the smaller
improvements which, in their alternative jurisdiction, they were
empowered to adopt ?—The only one that they have adopted in
our parish is the Pear Tree Court scheme.

17,795. But that was far before. Let me recall your attention
to the difference between the two Acts. Parliament determined
that they would give an alternative power and right to the
Metropolitan Board of Works in case of neglect by the local
authorities to take up the work and do it, and charge the amount
ﬁYrst. to the town and eventually as a penalty to the locality ?—

8.

17,796. Acting upon that amended scheme, which was sup-
posed by Parliament to give an alternative, do you know of any
instance in which the Metropolitan Board of Works have applied
the powers so vested in them ?—Certainly not in our parish.

17,797. Or in any other parish >—Not that I am aware of.
17,798. Did you ever hear that they had applied those
wers ?—No,

17,799. Have you heard that they have refused to apply them ?
—1I believe 1 have.

.
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17,800. Have you any doubt in your mind that the systematic
policy of the Metropolitan Board of Works is to refuse to apply
such powers, and to cast back the whole charge as well as choice
upon the localities 7—1I believe so. :

17,801. Therefore if it were proposed to transfer not the
appellate but the direct choice and charge to the Metropolitan
Board of Works, do you think that would work ?—I should
hardly like to say.

17,802, With respect to the delinquencies charged against the
owners of property I wish you would tell the Commission for my
satisfaction, if not for your own, that since I have been connected
with the locality as its representative I have never interfered
personally in any matter connected with the working of my
Acts ?—No ; certainly not.

17,803. I have never suggested or endeavoured to control the
choice or the judgment of the Vestries, but that being so you
are, I believe, aware that with the assistance of the wvicar of
Clerkenwell, I took considerable pains to asecertain the condition
of things some four or five years ago ?—You did.

17,804. Did you ever hear until you heard it to-day that the
Vicar of Clerkenwell had shown entire indifference to the con-
dition of the people and had shirked his share of the duty of
investigation ?—%erta.inly not.

17,805. Is it true ?—No, I should say not decidedly; I am
astonished to hear it.

17,806. Is it true of any other clergyman of the many that
there are in Clerkenwell that they have shirked their share of
the duty of investigating the eungition of the people ; have you
ever known their assistance sought in investigating the condition
of the very miserable or having been sought, have you ever
known it refused 7—=Sought by whom ?

17,807. Sought by your authorities or sought by the persons
complaining to the Vestry?—If the assistance of any of the
«lergymen of the parish was sought by the Vestry in any way I
do not think it would be refused for one moment.

17,808, Have you ever known it refused f—No.

17,809. With regard to the owners of property are there some
%ur or five very large owners of property in Clerkenwell P—

es.

17,810. Carefully excluding any invidious or personal re-
ference, I wish to know whether it is your experience that the
. aggravation of the evils, whatever they are, of overcrowding or
of insufficient dwellings, ought not fairly to be laid to the door
' of the large owners of property as well as of the small owners;
has there been neglect on the part of great owners as well as on
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the part of small owners ?—If you ask me my opinion I should
say decidedly yes. Let me be perfectly clear as to what your
previous eﬂlmatiun was. I should say that they should share the
responsibility.

17,811. Is it not true that numbers of houses that 25 years
ago were inhabited by one family each living respectably have
since been leased out by the large owners to those who make a
business of subletting ?—Great numbers.

17,812. Is it not certain that that must have been known to
the managing agents of those estates if not to the proprietors —
Most decidedly ; it could not be done without their knowledge.

17,813. Is it true that in many cases in your parish where houses
of this kind in a street that once was what is called respectable
huve been re-leased out notoriously and avowedly for the purpose
of subletting ?—That is what I hear continually.

17,814. Is it true that many of the respectable families that
once gave distributive employment in their various walks of life
to persons in clerkenwell of the labouring class have been
refused the renewel of their leases in order that the houses might
be let to tenents whe make a trade of it —I have heard of such
cases.

17,815. Where have the persons gone to who once oecupied
this middle-class position ; have they gone out of the parish¥—
Many of them have gone out of the parish, and some, but very
few, have gravitated to other parts of the parish.

S 17,816. Is not the parish thereby so much the worse?—
os.

17,817. Is not the difficulty of getting suitable and proper
persons to serve as members of the local authorities so much
increased ?—Most decidedly.

17,818. Who s to blame for all that ? First of all is the Vestry
to blame ? —Certainly not.

17,819. Could the Vestry have prevented any of these evils?
—No.

17,820. Has there not been what some people call the abuse,
but what I will call the inconsiderate use of large property ?—
Yes, that is my opinion.

17,821. Clerkenwell has a cirecumscribed area with a compara-
tively poor population; do you think that the fear of adding to
the burden of rebuilding, which must be heavy in a compara-
tively small area, and with a dense population with a declining
trade, has been a restraining cause or a cause of caution to the
Vestry in undartak}i)l;F new works ?—Yes.

17,822. Do g’nu ieve that the operation of the Acts which
bear my humble name, the Act of 1868, with the amendments

- I 2 e e e e R e R
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of 1882 and the other changes which took place in 1879, ought
to be measured by demolition and re-erection, is that the only
use of those Acts >—I very much question whether they should
be measured by total demolition, I think they may be advan-
tageously dealt with by way of improving and making good
what already exists rather than bodily sweeping it away.

17,823. Is it not known to your Vestry that the policy of these
Acts as adopted by Parliament was twofold : first to put a pres-
sure upon improvement and correction of evils, and only as a
last resource to resort to demolition ?—Quite so.

17,824. Therefore if it be stated either here or elsewihere that
the failure so called of these Acts is to be measured by the demo-
lition of houses which can be tabulated in a schedule, is that a
fair estimate of the working of these Acts ?—No.

17,825. Which of the two courses is the better: the pressure to
produce repairs and to bring owners to a consciousness of what
is due to their tenants, or a wholesale demolition turning out
great numbers of people, and leaving to chance when they may
be housed again ?—I think, as I have already said, that it would
be to the advantage of all if the pressure of the Act was brought
to bear upon owners to improve that which already exists
instead of sweeping it away.

17,826. 1 presume that the Vestry for whom you are speaking
here think that gradual improvement and gradual pressure is
very much to be preferred to sudden and per salfum pressure?—
Yes, decidedly.

17,827. Have you any doubt that that was the policy advo-
cated by the authors of these Acts, and that the Vestry knew
that that was the object of these Acts when they were passed ?—
I have not the slightest doubt of it.

17,828. With regard to overcrowding, will you tell the Com-
mission what, in your opinion, after 28 years’ experience, is at
the bottom of the overcrowding ; why is it that a number of poor
people prefer to huddle in miserably insufficient rooms rather
than try to get what are called better dwellings at a higher
price; what is the tendency which leads them to prefer to con-
tinue to huddle together in that way ?—I believe they prefer
one another’s company and what would be called sociability even
at a little sacrifice of room and space to occupying a large room
and more space.

17,829. Would you not be prepared to go further and say that
partly through ignorance—no doubt they run the risk of ill
health and disease in their anxiety, in the first place, to save
something out of their wages for other enjoyments or comforts,




163

and also for the cause you have stated—that they like to keep
together?—Yes.

17,830. Therefore, when it is stated to this Commission that
there were still existing side by side with many miserable dwel-
lings, lodgings unlet, does that surprise you !—No.

17,831. Is not that natural >—Quite.

17,832, Is it not inevitable ?— Quite so.

17,883. The Trade of Clerkenwell, which was once vigorous
and brisk in jewellery and watch making, has declined, has it
not ?—Yes.

17,834. Has it much declined >—Very materially.

17,835. What has been the direct consequence of that upon
wages and upon the amount of people employed ?—It has de-
preciated the wages very materially as well as the number of
people employed ; some trades and employments have already
ceased and gone.

17,836. Is the vestry accountable for that ?>—No.

17,837. Would it be fair to blame the vestry by insinuation
for that ?—No. :

17,888. Is it true that the vestry are responsible 7—Certainly
not.

17,839. Could they have prevented it 7—They could not possi-
bly have done so.

17,840. Does it not amount to this, that overcrowding in a
oor district is the result of poverty and depression?—Un-
oubtedly.

17,841. And consequently, as was stated to this Commission
by one of our best witnesses, Miss Oetavia Hill, that you can do
nothing effectually except gradually ?—No.

17,842. And consequently if any means can be found by
which the vestry can be induced to adopt gradual pressure for
repairs and cleanliness, that is not only their duty, but their first
and best duty ?—Yes.

17,843. Is it possible for the vestry or any other corporate
body to infuse into people suddenly habits of cleanliness ?—1It is
absolutely impossible.

17,844. Or an appreciation of the value of cleanliness?—
No.
17,845. Is not overcrowding essentially an evil because it
conduces to the contrary, that is to say, to dirt and disease ’—
Yes.

17,846. Is the vestry responsible for that ?—No.

17,847. When you expressed your opinion sometime ago to
this Commission, in answer, I think, to a question from Mr.
Broadhurst, that you did not see that people ought to be ex-
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cluded from the local authority because they carried on a par-
ticular trade, do you think that is the general opinion of the
parish ?--T think so. I am quite sure of it.

17,848. Is it not true that some of the people who carryon the
victualling trade are about the best local authorities that we
have ?—I am convinced of that.

17,849. That they are free from personal blame although they
are heavily rated *—Yes.

17,850. Can you give us an instance or two? I do not ask you
to indicate names where it is reproachful but where they are
examples of good citzenships, I have no hesitation in aakinpi
you to name to me two or three of the publicans *—I wil
give you two or three instances. One of the members
of our board is a Mr. Gillard of the Peacock Tavern” near
to the “ Angel,” High Street, sometimes called the * Angel,”
Islington. He is one of the most respectable men we have in
the parish, and is and has been for some time churchwarden of
one of the district churches.

17,851, Is he highly rated ?—Very highly rated.

17,852. Ishe a punctual attendant at the vestry ?—Very good
indeed. I would specially mention another of our best men on
the board of that class, and of the eclass altogether, another
publican, a Mr. Thurston, of Pentonville, a most respectable
man, very highly rated; and I could instance also a Mr. Spires
and many others.

_;:F,SSS. Mr. Thurston is rated above £300 a year, is he not ?
—Yes.

17,854. Do you think that the fact that a man who is rated
above £300 a year sells a particular article which the legislature
recognises is a reason for disfranchising him or excluding him
from the local authority ?—Certainly not ; rather the contrary,
I should say.

17,855. Is either of these men a man to be distrusted ?—No,
quite the contrary.

17,856. Is there any reason that you know of why men
occupying such a position should be excluded from the Govern-
ment of their parish, when distillers and brewers are not ex-
cludﬁd from the House of Commons P—I cannot see the reason
at all.

17,857. Have you any doubt that the same selfish influences
may prevail in both cases; I do not say they do >—If there are
any selfish influences at all in the matter T should say that they
would apply to the one as much as to the other.

17,858. Take another trade, the trade of money lending ;
money lending is a trade which is not very high in popular esti-
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17,870. Did you ever hear that they were bad or unworthy
members of the Islington Vestry ?—Never ; on the contrary one
of the best members of the Islington Vestry that I ever
heard of, who was churchwarden successively for many years,
but who is dead now, happened to be Mr. Vousley, a publican.
He was one of the most efficient and respectable men in public
work that I ever knew.

17,871, (The Earl Brownlow.) With regard to sanitary in-
spectors, are they required to keep a journal of what places they
visit ?—They are expected to keep a diary of how they are
employed every day.

17,872. Who examines the diary ?—It is supposed to be laid
upon the committee table at the time that they meet. That is
not always done; the committee do not always insist upon
seeing it.

17,873. You stated that you thought Lord William Compton
was not competent to give evidence as to the neglect of duty on
the part of the sanitary inspectors in Clerkenwell ; but I suppose
that if you have those diaries in your possession you would be
able to produce documentary evidence to refute Lord William
Compton’s statement ?—Possibly, if dates and particulars were

ven.

17,874. Do you happen to have the diaries with you ?—No, I
have not, but I spoke merely generally when I said that Lord
William Compton could not be peisonally acquainted with the
matter which he referred to.

17,875. (The Chairman.) 1 wish first to supply the deficiencies
in my examination in which I alluded to statements of witnesses
without actually quoting them. That statement with regard to
Mr. Ross’ property in St. Bartholomew Square by Mr. Dawes
the vicar of St. Mary, Charterhouse, is in answer to question
3878. As to that you stated that you did not know ?—I did.

17,876, Then the statement made by Mr. Boodle with regard
to Mr. Ball is in answer to question 3637, and the words in his
answer are, ‘‘ What I complain of in Mr. Ball and others is not
‘“ that they have not done the work originally ”’ (that is to say,
the work required under the leases) ¢ but that they have since
“‘ neglected the houses, and that in many cases they are very
‘““ extortinate in their demands against the occupants.” That
would not be your opinion —No. ~

17,877. There is only one other matter about which I wish to
ask you. Some prejudice has, perhaps, been raised against the
vestry of Clerkenwell by what Lord William Compton has
described in answer to question 724 as the extraordinary violence
of their language. Have you anything to say upon that point ?
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" REPORT of Mr. D. Cubitt Nichols to the Home Secretary, of
his Enquiry into the Sanitary condition of the Parish of

Clerkenwell.
W

3, Howarp STREET, STRAND,
27th February, 1886.

THE PARISH OF ST. JAMES AND ST. JOHN,
CLERKENWELL.

In pursuance of your instruetions that an inquiry should be made
g to the immediate sanitary requirements of the Parish of Clerken-
ell, in accordance with the recommendation of the Royal Commission
n the Housing of the Working Classes, and that I should hold such
nquiry, I have the honour to report that I placed myself in com-
munication with the Vestry Clerk, and also with Mr. Robson and Mr.
Foode, the gentlemen nominated by the Vestry to co-operate with me
in such inquiry; and gave notice to the Vestry Clerk and to the
Mansion House Council on the dwellings of the people, that I should
sroceed with such inquiry at the Vestry Hall, Clerkenwell, on the
28th October, 1885.
In pursuance of the above notice, I attended at the place named,
vand proceeded with the inquiry, Mr. Robson and Mr. Goode being
oresent.
4 Mr. Robert Paget, the Vestry Clerk, and Mr. J. W. Griffith, M.D.,
"Medical Officer of Health, appeared on behalf of the Vestry of
Wlerkenwell.
~ Mr. E. Lewis Thomas, Barrister, Executive Officer to the Council ;
Mr. Parkes, M.D., Medical Adviser to the Council, and Mr. Conder,
Member of the Council, appeared on behalf of the Mansion House
“Council on the Dwellings of the People.
At this Meeting it was arranged that an inspection should be made
of the alleged sanitary defects in the houses referred to in a list which
has been forwarded by the Mansion House Council to the Local
Government Board, and that after such inspection a public inquiry
should be held for the purpose of taking evidence.
I then proceeded to inspect the houses, referred to in the above-
" mentioned list, being accompanied by Mr. Robson and Mr. Goode ;
Dr. Griffith, the Mugica.l ﬂiﬁlcar of Health, and the Sanitary Inspector
~© on behalf of the Vestry; and by Dr. Parkes, on behalf of the Mansion
~ During the inspection an amended and enlarged list of houses was
 put in by the Mansion House Council (*“ A" herewith).

SIR,
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Number of
Names of Streets, Houses Remarka.
Courts, &e. Inspected.
Vineyard Gardens 4
Vineyard Walk 2
Warden's Place 4
Warner Street 8  No. 43 very bad
Wilmington Place 2
NortH oF VESTRY
Harr—
Charlotte Court 11
Chapel Street 9
Chapel Place 1
Claremont Place g K l:-.uIRda sac entered from Liverpool
oad
Fast Place 3 A cul de sac
Emmen’s Buildings 2
Hamilton Place 2 A cul de sac
Merlin’s Place 1
Mount Cottages 5 A cul de sac
Mount Sion 9  Dilapidated floor below level of street
Noble Street 21
Paved Place or Spencer 24 A cul de sac entered under house in
Place Goswell Road, part below level
of road
Prime's Buildings 3 A cul de sac entered under house in
Wellington Street, and 13 steps
down from same
Russell Place 10 A cul de sac
St. Helena Place 29
Seabrook Place 3
Spring Street 2
Southampton Street I
Taylor’s Court 6  Omne w.e. for six cottages
Taylor’s Row 14  Dilapidated houses. Footway in
front 5-ft. 6-in. below roadway
Union S«Eara 15 A cul de sac out of Chapel Street
Victoria Place 6 A cul de sac. Two-room cottages
Wellington Place 3 A cul de sac entered under house in
Wellington Street, and 13 steps
down from same
Wellington Street Houses dilapidated. Now under re-
pair
White Lion Buildings 2 A cul de sacentered under house in

ite Lion Street
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Area of lands included in the Parish .. .. 380 acres
Total length of public paving under control of ;

Vestry, about o o TR 20 miles
Total population last census .. .. .. .. 69076
Estimated present population vl o o e RERII L
Corrected Death-rate including deaths in Work-

houses and Hosepitalsa: .. .. & .. 22 per 100(
Death-rate for the Metropolis CE e g 20 per 1001

On the 11th and 14th November last I held a public inquiry at
Vestry Hall.

Mr. Thomas, Barrister, appeared on behalf of the Mansion Hous
Council.

Mr. Philbrick, Q.C., appeared on behalf of the Vestry.

In support of the contention of the Mansion House Council, the fol:
lowing gentlemen were examined.

Dr. Louis Parkes, Medical Officer of the Couneil.

Dr. B. A. Whitele% e, Medical Officer of Nottingham.

Dr. Day, of Chape %treet, Pentonville.

The Rev. A. T. Fryer, Curate of St. Philip’s, Clerkenwell.

Mr. H. L. Noel Cox, Honorary Secretary of Local Committee of
Mansion House Council.

Mr. Hugh Rose, Sanitary Inspector to the Vestry,

And in support of the contention of the Vestry, Dr. Griffith,
Medical Officer of Health.

The contention of the Mansion House Council was that the sanitary
defects found to exist in the houses must be considered nuisances in:
jurious to health, and that the remedy was within the power of th
Vestry.

1st.—In enforcing the laying on of water to several closets unde

Section 81 utg ““ The Metropolis Local Management Act, 1855.
2nd.—In requiring a constant water supply to all lodgings and ten
ement houses under Section 11 of *The Metropclis Water Act
1871.”
3rd.—In adopting the suggested regulations of the Local Gove
ment Board, under Section 35 of * The Sanitary Act, 1866.”
4th.—In exercising the powers given by the Artizans’ and Labour
ers’ Dwellings Act, 1868 (Torrens’ Act).
5th.—In providing galvanized iron pails with covers as receptacie
for dust (it being alleged that the dust-bins were broken u
by the occupants). 1
6th.—In a better supervision by. and an increase in number of
Sanitary Officers of the Vestry.
The contention of the Vestry was—






166

On consideration of the evidence, and as the result of my personal |
inspection of the Parish, T am of opinion it is desirable that additional
sanitary precautions should be adopted by the Vestry.
1st.—As regards the supply of water to all closets this has already =
been ordered by the Vestry—See Minutes of Meeting of the 17th
December last.

9nd.— As regards the desirability of a constant water supply, Section
11 of “The Metrnpbnlia Water Act, 1871,” provides that a constant
water supply may be required in case it appears “ that by reason
of the insufficiency of the existing supply of water in such district,
or the unwholesomeness of such water in consequence of its being
improperly stored, the health of the inhabitants of such distriet
is or is likely to be prejudicially affected.”

It is quite true but one or two complaints were made to me of de-
fective supply, but many of the storage cisterns were too small to

rovide a proper supply under the present system; and the use of |
water butts common in the Parish is I think objectionable.

I am of opinion that such a supply should be required to all houses |
to which regulations, under the 35th Section of *“The Sanitary Act, |
1866, might be made to apply. ;

3rd.—As regards the adoption of the Regulations suggested by the

TLocal Government Board.

The Local Government Board at the end of the year 1883, informed
the Vestry they had put in force Section 35 of the Sanitary Act, 1866,
and Section 47 of the Sanitary Law Amendment Act, 1874 ; the effect
being that the Vestry were empowered to make regulations subject to
the confirmation of the Local Government Board, with respect to houses
let in lodgings, or occupied by members of more than one family, with
respect to the following matters :— .

1.—For fixing the number of persons who may occupy a house or

art of a house which is let in lodgings or uccupie£ by members
of more than one family.

9.— For the regisiration of houses thus let or occupied.

3.— For the inspection of such houses and the keeping the same in

cleanly and wholesome state. |
4.—For enforcing therein the provision of privy accommodation and |
other appliances, and means of cieanliness in proportion to the |
number of lodgings and occupiers, and the cleansing and ventila-
tion of the common passages and staircases.

5 —TFor the cleansing and lime whiting at stated times of such

remises.

By the Act of 1874, the regulations may extend to ventilaticn of
rooms; paving and drainage of premises ; the separation of the sexes;
and to motices to be given, and precautions to be taken, in case of any
dangerously infectious or contagious disease.
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Tt is stated there are in the Parish 4,700 houses to which the regu-
lations might be made to apply, of which 3,058 are houses in which
‘the landlords are resident a.n&. liable for repairs, rates and taxes, as to
‘these some discretion would be required in placing them under the
regulations, but as to the remaining 1,642 houses and cottages in which
‘the landlords are non-resideat I am of opinion it is most desirable
they should be placed under the regulations; as many of the houses
are dirty and dilapidated, e.g., among others the houses in Rosoman
Street, Warner Street, Great Bath Street, Little Bath Street, Bath
' Place, St John'’s Square, ard Little Sutton Street.

There is no doubt the condition of the houses is to some extent due
'~ to the dirty and destructive habits of the occupants, but, if placed under
~ the Regulations, it would be to the interest of the landlords to insist
on the tenants adopting better habits. or to replace them by others.
The adoption of the Regulations would also enable the Vestry to fix
the number of occupants in each house.

4th. As regards the neglect by the Vestry to exercise the powers

under the Artizans' and Labourers’ Dwellings Act of 1868.

These powers have to some extent been put in force, but I am of
opinion it is desirable further action should be taken amongst others to
the houses in Little Bath Street, Great Bath Street, Little Sutton
Street, Taylor's Row, Paved Place, Vietoria Place, Mount Sion, Prime’s
Buildings, Wellington Place, York Buildings, and York Valley.

5th. As regards the provision of galvanized iron pails with covers,

for the storage of dust.

[ am of opinion such a provision is most desirable for all houses
where the yards can only be entered through the living rooms, or
where a common dust-bin cannot be provided by the Vestry.

6th. As regards the necessity for the better supervision by, aud an

inerease in, the number of Sauitary Officers.

There has, no doubt, been some neglect in the past, but the present
Inspectors appear to be energetic men, Well acquainted with their
duties, and I am of opinion that two should be sufficient to exercise a
proper supervision.

ith reference to the reasons advanced by the Vestry to explain
their having taken no steps to secure a constant water supply, viz. :—
that no complaints have been made, and generally as to the Sanitary
requirements, I beg to submit that as the V%Etry, through their Inspec-
tors, are acquainted with the actual condition of the houses in the
Parish, aud the sanitary requirements, it seems to be their duty to
take the initiative without waiting for complaints.

Complaints can hardly be expected either from the owners of unsan-
itary houses on whom the cost of improvements will fall; or from
tenants who are too often indifferent to considerations of health or
cleanliness, and in any case would fear to offend their landlords by
complaining.







