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increase the mortality of a district which, from a description
of the houses, is not inhabited by the poorest classes, such as
crowd our closes.

Now, refuse thus accumulated in the immediate neighbour-
hood of dwellings, must act prejudicially on the health ; and
its removal at lengthened intervals is attended, even under
the best precautions, with an offensive odour from the decom-

* There are many courts constructed on a good plan, having back-
yards and conveniences to each house, and a passage between the back-
yards of the contiguous courts. These courts are commonly open at
both ends, which gives a proper circulation of air, and being flagoed,
they are easily kept clean. Such places, when they do not consist of
more than six or eight houses, are, apart from the vital error of over-
crowding, tolerably healthy, and are, in general, inhabited by an indus-
trious and cleanly description of tenants. Unfortunately, however, such
are the exceptions, The majority of the courts of Liverpool are very
different indeed. The houses are generally built back to back, one end
of the court, as a rule, is closed either by houses, or, which is worse, by
the privies and ashpits; or a worse state of things still, the privies and
ashpits are placed at the entrance of the court, and the only air supplied
to the inhabitants must pass over their foul contents. But even this
miserable state of things can be out-done. There are courts which, by
a perverted ingenuity, have been formed in the following manner:—
An ordinary street house has had its lobby converted into a common
passage, leading to the back-yard. The passage is, of course, roofed
over, and is, in fact, a tunnel from which the back-room of the original
house, now converted into a separate dwelling, has its entrance. The
back yard has been filled with other houses, in such manner, as to
have only the continuation of the tunnel for access, and from this little
area of three feet wide the houses receive their supply of light and air.
The passage is generally terminated by the privy and ashpit common to
all the wretched dwellings, with its liquid filth oozing through their
walls and its pestiferous gases flowing into the windows of the two back-
houses. The structural evils of these miserable abodes are aggravated
by the filthy habits of the occupants. ‘ What is everybody’s business
is nobody’s business,” and so the duty of keeping the court and its con-
veniences clean is neglected. Even when the middens have been filled
so as to overflow the court, no one cared to take the trouble to apprize
the officers of the Nuisance Department of the fact in order to their
being emptied.”—Report of the Borough Engineer to the Health Com-
mitlee Gfl:i:ﬂmjmﬂ-ﬂ, 1864.






















