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The Interior of the Old Church

Interior St. Pauls, Burdett Rd E.

An early interior view of the first St. Paul’s, Bow Common

Easter 1905
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Two descriptive accounts follow, of the first church of St. Paul, Bow Common. The first is
contemporary with the church itself (1905) 32 and the other is from 1967 33.

32

St Paul’s, Bow Common, Burdett Road, Lime-

house,consecratedin 18 §8,isaverystrikingspecimen
of a town church, and, in mosif, takes up ground
intermediatebetween St MaryMagdalene's,Munster
Square,and St Mary's, Stoke Newington. Mr Rhode
Hawkins, who at a slightly subsequent period built
churches in Star Street, Paddington, and at Exeter,
both at the cost of one munificent individual, was
the archite&.

In this instance Mr Hawkins has given us a nave
and aisles of the same height, all under separate
gables, a square-ended sanctuary, and a tower, form-
ing the south porch, crowned by a spire—an octa-
gonal broach with haunches dying on the oblique
sides. An iron crown was to have encircled the spire
at about two-thirds of its height, according to the
architect's original design, but it was omitted in the
execution.

Perhaps the ensemble of St Paul’s, Bow Com-
mon, would have been improved by the equalization
of the width of its nave and aisles; as it is, the
former is too broad in proportion to the latter, that
isto say for the “hall” plan in which the church is cast.

Were the nave and aisles of almost equal width
as at St Mary Magdalene's, Munster Square, a
much greater appearance of length would have
been secured for the interior.*

The columns are tall circular ones, with capitals
(except to that on cither side marking the com-
mencement of the cborus) simply moulded.

The stained glass in the great east window, by
the Messrs Powell, was inserted a few years after
the completion of the church. It is a remarkable
composition, but one which can only be appreciated
after some study. The main subje®, which is the
Genealogy of our Lord, as sprung from Jesse, is
crossed at intervals by bands of deeply tin&ured
groups in miniature, producing a curious and at
first somewhat perplexing effeé; while in the large
cusped circle above the five lights is a finely-treated
Session in Majesty—a white-robed figure of our
Lord against a ruby ground.

The decoration and furniture of the san&uary
were carried out in 1869 from the designs of
Street.

*A screen carried right across the church, in the manner of
some West Country examples, would do much to remedy this

defect.

Historically, St Paul's, Bow Common, is in-
teresting as having been built ‘and endowed by
William Cotton, of Leytonstone, to whom, on
account of his untiring exertions in the cause of
East London Church Extension, Bishop Blomfield
gave the honourable title of “lay archdeacon.” The
son of the founder, the Rev. A, B. Cotton, became
the first incumbent of St Paul's, and to it, Bishop
Blomfield bequeathed, on his deathbed, a gold ser-
vice of Eucharistic plate that had been made for
Queen Adelaide.

33

WILLIAM COTTON, a Director of the Bank of England and
the Treasurer of the Metropolis Churches Fund, built and
endowed this church at his own expense. He had bought most
of the land (including an old rope manufactory) which was to
form St. Paul’s parish and this land he proposed to cover
with streets of houses. He believed that when a landowner
was instrumental in bringing people to live in a new district
it was his duty to provide for their spiritual welfare.

The architect of St. Paul’s was Rhode Hawkins who de-
signed a church with a nave of five bays with separately
gabled aisles and a short sanctuary. This sanctuary and the
first bay of the nave formed the chancel, marked off from the
rest of the nave by a large wooden roof truss carried on short
marble shafts, instead of the more usual stone chancel arch.
At the south-west corner was a three-stage tower capped with
a stone broach spire. The height of the aisles and nave
arcades, together with the lack of a separate chancel, gave
the interior great spaciousness,

To Cotton’s deep regret his great friend Bishop Blomfield
did not live to consecrate St, Paul's, which act was performed
by his successor, Archibald Campbell Tait, on October 30,
1858. The first vicar was the founder’s son, Arthur Benjamin
Cotton. On his death-bed Blomfield had given Cotton a
chalice, paten and flagon, oncz the property of Queen
Caroline, which she had desired the Bishop to present to a
new church in the Diocese of London. Later these were
melted down and remade into a larger chalice and paten.

Shortly after the consccration of St. Paul's the London
Diocesan Building Society held a meeting at which the Bishop
of London read a congratulatory address to William Cotton,
who was then in his 73rd year. In the address the Bishop
thanked him for all that he had done in the cause of church
extension in the diocese. Replying to this Mr. Cotton stated
that Bishop Blomfield had been able to build, or to assist in

buzldmg, 78 new churches in the London Diocese ; he revealed

that in response to one of the Bishop's appul sermons a
congregation had given the sum of £1,200,

George Edmund Street decorated the walls of the chancel
and designed new furnishings for it in 186g. In the same year
the east window was filled with glass made by Powell, of
Whitefriars. The rood and beam, as well as the reredos of the
Lady Altar, were designed by Sir Ninian Comper in 1905,
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St. Paul’s was badly damaged by bombs on September 20, The remains stood until 1958 when they

1940, and had to be closed; the congregation moved to the were cleared to make way for the avant-garde church designed
mission church of St. Barnabas, Rowsell Street, and bap- by Robert Mcguire. This was consecrated on April 30, 1960,
tizms were performed at Holy Trinity, Tredegar Square. and is completely different from its predecessor, and has
Later, on March 19, 1041, the damaged building was gutted indeed provoked much comment and criticism. The interior
by incendiary bombs. ' ) ' has recently been decorated by mosaics by Charles Lutyens,

==—=———— i

.........

More early views in the first years of the 20th century, the right hand view clearly having been
taken at Christmas. There is an open chancel screen in place which looks too elaborate and solid
just to be part of the decoration of the church for Christmas. More than once the new church sailed
close to the shores of illegality! When consecrated it was not yet in the decorated form that we see
in all these views. A simple and (as we would see) innocent enough device on the east wall was
immediately challenged by a Privy Council judgement!

In 1908 to celebrate the 50t anniversary of the church a very good and helpful ‘Retrospect” was
published written up by the first Vicar, Rev. Arthur Cotton. The whole of this document is
reproduced here very shortly. This reports that:

“At the consecration of the Church the only decorative feature in the chancel was floriated Greek cross of
white marble let into the Canterbury pattern tiles on the East wall, and this apparently innocent ornament
was objected to because it appeared to stand on the Holy Table and was thereby, according to a recent Privy
Council judgment, an illegal ornament, but at the last moment it was allowed to remain.’

Very shortly a full account will be given of the huge controversy which arose from the church’s
petition to erect a ‘Rood Beam’ across the chancel entrance - a very simple beam with a large rood
(crucifix) standing above on the beam. The case reached the newspapers and the grave offence
which was in danger of being caused was that of ‘Ritualism.” The ‘Oxford Movement’ represented
a move by High Church Anglicans to restore to the Church of England some of the more ancient
traditions of the Christian Church into the Anglican Church’s theology and liturgy. This movement
began in the early 1830’s and very soon was seen as a ‘Romanising’ tendency within a reformed
and basically Protestant Church.
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In particular, how churches were adorned was viewed with great sensitivity. And so, crosses on altars
and large crucifixes were seen as ‘crimes’ of Ritualism! For sure William Cotton and his son Arthur
(first Vicar) and even Bishop Blomfield were of a broader catholic identity and this continued to be the
ecclesial flavour of the church right through to these days of controversy with the Rood Beam.

The kind of open metal screen shown in the view above probably was on the “safe’ side of controversy
and had no inflammatory symbolism or iconography on it. But by 1909 the church wanted a proper
rood beam and as that proved too much, the case went to trial!

Even so, it is interesting to see, as the church began to be decorated how much figurative decoration
was put into the church, certainly at the east end. The great architect George Edmund Street was
commissioned to design the chancel. This fine example of Gothic Revival did not prove to be
problematic to those with scruples about Ritualism! These not very good views are extracted from other
general views:

An extract from the Retrospect of 1908:

‘On completion of the Jesse East window, designed by Mr. G. E. Street, the well-known Architect, and executed by
Powell of Whitefriars, Mr. Street was commissioned to make sketches for the chancel walls and roof decorations, and
a design for the Reredos. The erection of this necessitated the removal of
the Greek Cross, which if not legal was certainly not symbolical, and its
removal was not regretted.

The decoration of the chancel was the work of the congregation, and the
cost of the East window was provided for by the sale of old family
diamonds inherited by Mrs. Cotton. They were thus converted into
paste, though not in their original form.

Another great name - that of Sir Ninian Comper, another
renowned architect of the Gothic and Classical revival - was also
associated with the church in the design of the Lady Chapel.
Again from the Retrospect: ‘In 1905 the Lady Chapel was separated
by a stone screen, the Altar was enlarged, and a very beautiful reredos
with a Calvary and figures of St. Paul with his companions, St. Peter,
St. Barnabas and St. Luke, painted on mahogany, designed by Mr.
Comper was erected, in memory of Mr. Counsell Jeffery who for 30 years
had been Churchwarden. The expense of this memorial was defrayed by his widow and family.”’
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Scandal and Controversy at Bow Common.

In 1859 Bow Common hit the headlines with the scandal of the great Nuisances of smells and toxic
fumes. Now 50 years later, this time it was the church which hit the headlines! In 1907 the Chu.rch
Council had decided that they would like to erect a Rood Beam in memory of Ellen Jeffery (possibly
arelative or even the widow of Mr. Counsell Jeffery who had been Churchwarden for 30 years and
in whose memory the Lady Chapel had been dedicated in 1905). Even to thi§ day, Cl:lllI:ChQS are th
free to add or remove anything major from their buildings without specific permission lthat thls’
would be judged appropriate. For all such works, from a new High A‘ltar. toanew boﬂer,.a Faculty

has to be applied for and the full weight of the law could be applied if there was serious doubt
about the church’s petition. Indeed, this turned out to be one sucb ca§e! The articles in the press
are reproduced below and speak for themselves. The first SeCtIOI’.I is pot relevant to jche Bow
Common petition but gives a vivid impression of how contentious ritualism was at that time.

Alleggd Ritualism in
the East End.

Rood Beam for a Bow

commm chlll'ch. Mr, J. A, Kensit read hia protest. It

stated that as & communicant member of the
Church of Kngland and sccretary of the
Protestant Truth Society he desired, in
nocordance with the citation, to offer objec-
tions to the confirmation. These objections
were, briefly, as follows:—(1) That Dr.
Lans had encouraged in the East Knd of
Londen the most flagrant law-breaking in
mw{‘churchel; (2) that the evidenoe of
Dr. Laog before the Royal Commission on
Ecclesiastical Disciplino showed that he waa
vofit to administer the laws and discipline
of the Church; (3) that Dr, Lang had
already failed to maintain Church discipline,
na shown by hia failure to clear out the con.
fessional oxes; (4) that Dr. ng had
taken part in the most extreme services—
e.g., at the Ohurch of the Hol Redeemer,
Clerkenwell : (5) that an Kast l{ondon vioar
had distributed most objectionable papers as
a guide to the young girls for conf ng b

means of ““a private talk” ; vhat the father

Mr. J. A. Kensit attended at the Principal
Registry in London on Monday afternoon,
in accordance with the requirements of the
citation, to deliver his objections to the
coofirmation of Dr. Cosmo (Gordon Lang as
Archbishop of York., Mr. Kensit makea six
ritual charges, and alleges that at certain
East End chorches, of which Dr. Lang has
had oversight, confessionsls have been set
up, that high, low, and requiem masses are
regularly offered. and that at St. Augustine’s,
Stepuey, and Holy Trinity, Hoxton, the
Virgin Mary and St. Joseph are invoked as
the ‘‘friende of sinoers.” Mr. Kensit’s
document was accepted, and, according to
the terms of the citation, four Bishops
attended to consider the relevancy of the
eame at the Church House, Westminster, on

Weduesday.

The ceremony of confirming the election
of Dr. Cosmo Gordon Lang to the Arch-
bishopric of York took place on Wedneeday
at the Church House, Westminster. A
number of Mr. Kensit’s followers marched
up and down Great Smith-street with a
baoner. The preliminary proceedings took

lace in committes room No., 2at the %ahnroh

vuse. . The Archbishop of Canterbury
presided. Mr. J, A. Kensit attended, being
accompanied by Mr. C. J, Wiseman and Mr.
Benjamin Nicholson, & member of the Church
Association. :

interfered, and the children were not allowed
confirmatien ; and that Dr. Lang, aocording
to his own statement in **The Times " of
April 27th, 1907, wrote to ths father
‘““regretting his misunderstanding of hia
vicar’s position”; (6) that Dr, Lsog’s
preaching and teaching had boen sscerdota)
throughoat his ministry ; lastly, that man
faithfal and law-abidiag ecolesiastical digni-
taries had been passed over in the choice for
this high position, with the apparent inten~
tion of thrusting to the fore & comparatively
young and inexier.ienood cloric from amo
that parly which had already brought their
Church into 8o great danger.
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The Archbishop of Canterbury eaid it was
clear from the judgment of the Viear
Gene;al at the confirmation of the Bishop of
Birmiogham's election in Janoary, 1902,
that the matters alleged in the remonstrance
or protest did not fall within the purview of
their action and respousibility 1n the confir-
mation proceedings. That decision of the
Vicar-General's was brought in due course
of law under the consideration of the Kiog’s
Bench during the following weeks, and on
February 10, 1902, judgment was there
delivered by the Judges of the High Court.
The Lord Chief Justice said :—* It is not,
in my opinion, necessary to decide that in
DO case can any objection be raised at the
stage of confirmation which might have te
be investigated by the Vicar-General or the
Archbishop . . ., but I hold, for the

reaaons I have given, that the Vicar-General.
ought not to entertain, still less to. adjudi-
cate upon, charges of the character alleged
in the objections tendered by either of the
oppouents to the confirmation in this case.”

1Af3" further discussion the proceedings
closed.

At the London Consistory Court, held ot
St. Paul’s Cathedral on Thursday last week,
before the Chancellor of the biocese, Dr..
Tristram, K.C., the Rev. Walter Forster,
Vicar of 8t. Paul's, Bow Common, appsared
in person to support a petition praying for
a faculty authorising the erection of a rood
beam in his church. The Chanceilor read
the petition, in which it was stated that a
Vestry meeting held last November resolved
to accept an offer of & rood beam to be given
in memory of Ellen Jeffrey, and to apply for
a faculty to erect it, The cost of the beam
was estimated at £272, and the Rev. W.
Forster, in his evidence, said that the
Jeffrey family were formerly parishioners,
and whep residing in the parish attended
the church. * No one appeared to oppose the
application. The Chancellor seid the appli-
cation was the first of its nature which had
come before him "as Chancellor of ‘the
Diocese of London. The application was.
for a faculty to erect a screen across the
charch, and on the centre of that screen to-
place the figure of Our Lord on the Crosa,
with the figure of the Virgin Mary oa one
side and the figure of St. John on the other
side. The question of whether such a rood
loft with a crucifix upon-it might he erected
came before Lord Penzance in the case of
¢ Clifton v, Ridedale,” and Lord Penzance
made some remarks unfavourable to its
erection. Those observations wers appealed
against to the Judicial Committee of the
Privy Council. That, however, was thirty

ears ago. Before he gave his judgment,
he would have to consider whether, after
the decisions of the Court of Arches and the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, he
wounld be justified in granting the faculty.
He would also have to consider whether he
would be justified in granting a facuity in
the exercise of his discretion. He would
therefore resorve his decision, and wonld.
deliver a written judgment at a later date.
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THE ROOD BEAM AT ST.
PAUL’S, BOW COMMON.

Vicar's Petition Fails,

At a sitting of the Consistory Coort of
London, held at St. Paul's, the petitiof
of the Rev. Walter Forster, ALA., vicar of
St. Paul’s, Bow Common, was heard by
Dr. Tristram, K.C., who was attended by
Mr. 0. W. Lee, registrar,

The petition was hy the Vicar and
Churchwardens for a faculty to authorise
the erection across the entrance to the
chance! of & beam with a central cross upon
it bearing the figure of our Lord crowned
and_ figures of the Virgin and St. John.
The evidence waa heard on January 14th.

The Chancellor, in delivering juigment
now said that in this case the vicar and
both the churchwardens of the parish had
applied to the Court by petition to grant
a facully authorizsing them to make the
following alterations in the parish church,
namely : To erect a beam scross the en-
trance to the chancel enriched with gilt
cresting, and having the following inscrip-
tion on its face and scroll: “ O Lord God,
Lamb of God, Son of the Father, that
taketh away the sins of the woild,” made
out to each end with vine foliation in gold
on green ground with a central cross on ths
beam containing the figure of our Lord
““crowned and reigning on the Tree, and
idealised figures of the Virgin and 8t. John,
the latter with his emblem carved in pear-
woed on gilt and coloured work,

In support of the application the Vicar

ve the following evidence, namely : That

6 had been vicar for eight, years, and pre-
viously thereto assistant curate of the
parish; that the population of the parizh
waga about 14,000; that there was accommo-
dation in the parish chureh for a congre-
gation of about 800, and that at the mogn.
ing and evening services on Sundays it
amounted to about 400, including children ;
that at a vestry meeting duly convened for
the of considerin application,
and held on November 11th, 1908, at which
from 20 to 30 parishioners were present, a
resolution was passed unanimously to ac-
cept the offer of a rood beam according to
the description given in memory of the
late Ellen, Geofirey by members of her
family, who were formerly resident in the
pavigh. The vicar also stated that the
expense of the alterations would be maid
for by the members of the family of M.
Geoffrey, and would amount to £270. The
architect of the church said that he had
prepared the original plan of the chancel
screen and of the figurea which were to
surmount it. The width of the screen was
30ft. ; the total height of the crucifix which
surmounted the screen was 13ft. 10in, The
front of the crucifix was 7ft. 3in, The
figure of the Virgin Masry was 3ft. 6in. in
height, and also the figure of Bt. John.
The figure from the up of the
screen -was 14it. in height. e crucifix
was to be erected in plain wood. The
figure of the crucifix projected about 15in.
The other two figures of the Virgin Mary
and St. John also projected 15in.




Having exhaustively reviewed the écclesi-
astical law on the subject, the Chancellor
said that in the present case he shonld
decline to grant the faculty for the erection
of the rood screen in the church on the
same ground as in December, 1873, he re-
fused to grant a faculty for the erection of
a baldacchino in St. Barnabas, Pimlico
(see L.R., 4 Adm. and Eccl,, 207, an3d
Tristram’'s  “ Consistory Judgments’’),
which was described as a handsome marble
structure or canopy with a pointed roof
and three gables pointing different ways,
supported by four columns standing apart
from the east wall of the church, and would
cover the haly table, extending about 2ft.
beyond the west side of the holy table,
leaving sufficient space for the celebrant
priest to stand within the canopy, in
imitation of the baldacchino erected over
the altar of St. Peter’s at Rome. " The '
ground on which he was urged to erect it
was for the purpose of giving greater dig-
nity and honour to the holy table in the
church of St. Barnabas. His answer to
that was that the honour and dignity to be
given to the Communion table in: our
churches had been provided for by the
rubrics and canons, and be held that it
was not within the province of that Court
to issue faculties for thc purpose of giv-
ing greater dignity and honour to the hoiv
table than the simple dignity which was
prescribed by the law. After considera-
tion he had come to the conclusion ihat
the erection of a gcreen at the entrance to
the chance] of a church with a beam and
rood placed on the beam ag prayed in this
case was a church ornamept within the
meaning of the rubrics, as it was not
prescribed by the rubrics, or could in any
way be regarded necessary or subsidiary
to the performnce of the services of the
church, He must decline to order the
faculty to issue. As he had said, he hac
inspected the church in the presence of th:
vicar, and it was only due to the vicar to
gay that there were no ornaments in the
church to which objection could be taken.
The vicar pointed out to him that if th-
faculty for the screen were granted ° -
would materiallv assist in strengthenirz
the church. Therefore, if the family we ¢
prepared to erect the ‘screen proposed.
which was a verv handsome one, without
a rood, and substitute for the rood a cross,
the Court would be prepared to grant a
faculty for that purpose on application be-
"ing' made in Chambers. il sk

The. faculty, therefore, atood refused.

Article of 19t January 1909

Alas, I have no source for the above very clinical and
forensic article. It is very careful throughout not to
impose personal or editorial opinion as to the ills or
otherwise of ritualism.

Not so the items which follow! The only note I have is
that they from EEM (or EEH). My guess is that ‘EE’
might stand for “East End” and so this could be a local
newspaper’s view of these matters.
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“ROOD BEAM” FOR A BOW
COMMON CHURCH.

<

Faculty Applied For.

At the London Consistory Court, held at
St. Paul’s Cathedral, on Thursday morning,
before the Chancdior of the Diocese, Dr.
Tristram, K.C., the Rev. Walter Forster,
'Vicar of St. Paut's, Bow Common, E., ap-
“peared in person to support a petition praying
‘for a faculty suthorising the erection of a
rood beam in his church.

The Chancellor road the petition, in which
'it was stated that a Vestry meeting held
last November resolved to accept an offer of
a rood beam to be given in memory of Ellen
Jefirey, and to apply for a faculty to erect it.

The alteration proposed in the church was
thus described in the petition :—

“To erect a beam, enriched with gold
cresting, across the entrance to the chancel,
with the following inscription on its base and
scroll : * O Lord God, Lamb of God, Son of
the Father that takest away the sins of the
world,” made out to each end with vine foli-
ation in gold on green ground.

“On a central cross the figure of our Lord
(Amhbiﬂnp-ﬁgnson's rendering) crowned and
reigning on the Tree, and idealised figures of
the Virgin mnd St. John, the latter with his
emblem carved in pear wood, of gilt and
coloured work.’" :

The cost of the beam was estimated at
£La72, and the Rev. W, Forster, in his evi-
dence, said that the Jefirey family were for-
mesly parishioners, and when residing in the
|parish attended the church. f
No one appeared to oppose the application.
. The Cbancellor said the application was
lthe first of #s nature which had come before
i him as Chancellor of the diocese of London.
The application was for a faculty to erect a
screen across the church, and on the centre
of that screen to place the figure of Our Lord
on the Cross with the figure of the Virgin
Mary on one side and the figure of St. John
on the other side. The question of whether
such a rood loft with a crucifix upon it might
be erected came before Lord Penzance in the
tase of “Ciifton v. Ridsdale,” and Lord
_Penzanoe‘ made some remarks unfavourable
|to its erection. Those observations were ap-
pealed against o the Judicial Committee of
the Privy Council. That, however, was thirty
|years ago  Before he gave his judgment, he




Would have to consider dhether, after the
decisions of the Court of Arches and  the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, he
be justifed i granting the faculty.
M also have o consider whether he
would be justified in grasting a facukty in
the exercise of his discretion, He would
therefore reserve his decision, and would de-
liver a written judgment at a later date.
[Lioyd’s Emcyclopaedic Dictionary  inter
'prets. the meaning of & Rood as follows :—
i, A crom or crucifix, epecifically a repr
seatation’ ol he cruclfied Saviour, or, more

entrance 10 the chancel of ¥'church, for sup-

porting the rood.—Ed. * E.E.N."|

Article of 30th March 1909
The Chancellor’s Decision has been made.

' A few issues ago I gave information to
_readers concerning an application made o
the Consistory Court of London by the
Rev. W. Foster, vicar of St. Psul’s Church
(—“Cotton’s Church®—for a faculty to
erect & “rood beam” in the church. I
‘furnished the official interpretation of the
‘term “rood beam,” and am now able to
ibellyona.liﬁlemoreconeemingit
{ - . »

deseribed ,by the Chancellor:
containing the figure of our Lord crowned
and reigning on the tree, and idealised
figures of the Virgin and St Jobhn—the
latter with his emblema earved in pearwood
and eoloured work.

| A few issues ago I gave information to
‘readers concerning an application made to
the Consistory Court of London by the
Rev, W. Foster, vicar of St. Paul's Church
{—“Cotton’s Church”—for a faculty to
‘erect & “rood beam” in the church. I
‘furnished the official interpretation of the
‘term “rood beam,” and am now able to
'eellyonslitﬂemomeoneerningik
! L B

The application came before the Con-
sistory Court last week, and the vicar
appeared to support his application. It
was elicited that the “beam” would be
30ft. wide—from one side of the church to
the other—and suspended from it would
be a crucifix with an image of the Saviour
crucified, 13ft. 10ins. in height; also a
figure of the Virgin Mary 3ft. 6in. in
height ; and a third image, that of St
John. The “beam” figures were thus
deseribed by the Chancellor: A beam
containing the figure of our Lord crowned
and reigning on the tree, and idealised
figures of the Virgin and St John—the
latter with his emblema earved in pearwood
and eoloured work.

Those who foliew and take interest in
such matters will be interested to learn
that the Chancellor refused the vicar’s
application. In doing =0 he said it was
stated that the “rood beam” and screen
had been offered by members of the family
of the late Mrs. Geoffrey to her memory.
Respecting this, if the family were
prepared to erect a screem without a
“rood.” and substijute a cross for the
“rood,” he would grant a faculty for that
‘parpose. =

- 2 53

The vicar's application thus very pro-
perly failed, and it should, I think, be
gratifying that this attempt still further
to Romanize St. Paul's Church has been

-235-



It was at this church — “Cotton's
Church” as it was then familiarly called—
that some of the earliest attempts were
made to introduce what were described as
“ High Church ” practices. Half a century
ago, at the same time as the Rev. Brian
King was creating uproar and riot at the
church of St George's-in-the-East, the
services at St. [aul’s, Bow Common, were
grievously complained of, snd became a
source of offence to many churchmen.
The services were frequently w:
and much excitement ruled.

But people got tired of objecting, for it
was evident that individusls ia high
quarters winked at the innovations and
illegal practices; and all through the
years that have passed there has been
in progress a steady leavening process,
until to-day High Churchism is the rula
in the churches rather than the exception.

2

But it would now seem that a line is to
be drawn, and that Dr. Tristram, the
Chancellor for London. is inclined to say

to the clergy, * Thus far, but no farther.”
- . .

Not even the old-timers in church seemed to
know anything about this pedestal on the old
church - and certainly nothing about the Rood
Beam controversy. However, on examining
early photographs - there it was! But, even
more intriguingly, by the time of the War,
there was no sign of the canopy over the niche
any longer, though the base was still there!
One is intrigued as to what led to its removal -
and when!

The application, reported in another
column, of the Rev. W.Foster, of St. Paul’s
Church, Burdett road, for a faculty to
erect in his church a rood screen, on which
it is intended to place the figures of our
Lord, the Virgin Mary, and St. John, re-
minds one of the exciting times we had
when “Cotton’s Church,” as St. Paul’s was
then called, was erected. It was one of
the first specially devoted to High Church
services, and our columns of those days
contained many letters of protest against
“Popish practices,” and so forth.
s &

Probably you have noticed the empty
stand and panoply built on the Burdett
road frontage. It was quite understood
in those days that sooner or later a figure

There are also these undated comments which
follow, clearly from the same newspaper and
which, again, express the writer’s undiluted
opinions about High Church practice, and are
also revelatory about St. Paul’s, Bow Common
being a widely recognised and contentious
focus for such practices and protests, alongside
the better-known and notorious St. George-in-
the-East.

of the Virgin Ma y would stand in the
vacant position, and there was a great
row at the suggestion.
. » =

We have made great advances since
then. - Ritualism is now practised in s0
many churches that we have lost count ;
and after the Rood-Beam, probablythenext
application from the clergy of St. Pavl’s
will be for a faculty to place a figure of

The application, reported in another
column, of the Rev. W.Foster, of St. Paul’s
Church, Burdett road, for a faculty to
erect in his church a rood screen, on which
it is intended to place the figures of our
Lord, the Virgin Mary, and St. John, re-
minds one of the exciting times we had
when “Cotton’s Church,” as St. Paul’s was
then called, was erected. It was one of
the first specially devoted to High Church
services, and our columns of those days
contained many letters of protest against

“Popish practices,” and so forth.
: % =

the Virgin on the pedestal prepared for it
about fifty years ago.

FA T
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After all that .... the Rood Beam appears!

As mentioned previously the church had virtually no records at the time of my arrival in 1995, with Fr.
Kirkby not seeming to believe in keeping records of any kind! However, there must have been scattered
items because, during the vacancy before I arrived, they were collected together by a couple of church
members into a small but invaluable archive, very well ordered and displayed in an album. It was after I
had done my own researches some years later and had ‘discovered” the story of the ‘Ritualist Controversy”
of 1909 that I looked more carefully at the few interior views of the old church which had been preserved.
After so much contention and the public shame, almost, of having a faculty denied - at some later time the
verdict must have been reconsidered and the faculty granted because among the archived images there was
just one of the church WITH a Rood Beam in place!” Alas it is a dark image and not very clear - but, after
all that trouble and argument, there it is! It appears to be Harvest-tide but the year is unknown.
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In the gloom of this view it can be seen that is precisely the design of Rood Beam which had been proposed
by the church in 1907 and subsequently refused. The figures of Christ on the Cross, as well as of the Blessed
Virgin Mary and St. John can just be seen atop the beam spanning the church and the wording which runs
across the face of the beam and below the figures is exactly as proposed in the faculty petition.
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It is over matters like this one and also the mystery of the disappearing niche for a statue on the west face
of the church that I really regret that no records were preserved before my time. Far more regrettable is the
total lack of any archive of the planning and execution of the Maguire and Murray building apart from the
scant mentions in the Minutes of the PCC already shared in these pages a long way back. None of this
material can ever be retrieved now and certainly none from a century ago. When the old church was first
damaged externally, the interior seems not to have suffered too greatly as the organ (seen in the final view
of the church at the bottom of this page) was able to be removed and stored subsequently in the church
school and then in St. Luke’s church nearby. By the time the incendiary bombs fell 6 months later all records
and valuables would have been removed to safety. But none of those seems to have been preserved.

In the great scheme of things these are minor matters but so often such records retain a marker of how far
larger issues in the wider church impacted locally upon a forgotten place like Bow Common and those
finger-prints of history are always of interest to those who come after who would otherwise know nothing
of the “family history” of the congregation and community which they join.

During 2001 when the church began to investigate what was underground, in relation to its drainage
system, a trench was dug alongside the south wall of the church hall. By nature I am curious always about
what lies beneath our feet unseen, or what may once have stood where we are. I could not resist exploring
what could be seen inside the trench!

Useful things, but not very exciting,
could be seen - tree roots, power 3 & _
cables, damaged pitch fibre drain- _ A ==
age pipes & a lot of earth! e

But, just by chance I spied amidst the
diggings a pale glimpse of
something which seemed to be : i
coloured red! It was a piece of | G SR, SRRl
decorative tiling and could only AT & | ¥ ‘ i Fa
have come from the paving of the first church! Nothing else has ever stood
here and certainly nothing so grand as to have decorative tiling such as
this! This small fragment of tiling could just be all that remains of the first
church of St. Paul’s, Bow Common! But for sure there must be many other
fragments and other remains and as drains are renewed it may just be that
some of these may be spotted although the bulk will lie beneath the ‘new’
church & will never now be revealed. A final view of the church is below.

THE INTERIOR OF ST. PAUL'S CHURCH. (Photo by S. W, Buck
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A final glimpse - first, of land ownership belonging to the Incumbency as at 1889 and then of rental
income from 22 properties, to provide or supplement the incumbent’s stipend, very likely. These leases
began as early as 1862, probably at the point of the properties” construction by William Cotton, assuring
the church he had built in 1858 of a guaranteed stream of income to help support the incumbent for the
next 99 years, assured in his Will. As will be seen, soon demographic changes in the parish led to big
challenges, financially, and of not enough staff to do the work. Such income would have been essential

in tough times.
I

i A Terrier of all and singular the Buildings, Lands, Tithes, Tithe
Rent-Charge, and molu?cnts, %gin to the Rectory, Vicarage, or
Incymbency of - ! _R“_Z: Pees Laovimsenan the Archdeaconry of

dore ——  and Diocese of London, made in the year/fé_?’?(}
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The First St. Paul’s, Bow Common 50 Years on ...

In 1908 the first church of St. Paul’s, Bow Common celebrated its Golden Jubilee, just as we did in
2010 for the second church. A commemorative booklet was produced and is reproduced here in its
entirety.




To all the Friends, past and present,
of St. Paul's, Bow Common.
R e ]
Dxar Froemdy,

As many of yoo Rave asked for jovse account
of the early hislory of $his Church and Paruk, end
the maxy sateresting facts whock beve decoms vagus
acd neceriam fradilicn amougul an cxer changymy
Prpulatioe, ' Aave compeied the following accenmt.

We are indebded 2o the first Vicar, the”
Rev. A. B. Cotton for the “Retrospect” zud for
kit desription of e Eant Window, privately
circulaled when the windoz mas completed : Sa this
I hace merdly adided 'z fow dry fats and Agurss
of recend date.

Your affectiomtc Friend end Vicar,

W. FORSTER.

BEL. A B DOTTON

A RETROSPECT

ON THE FIFTIETH ANNIVERSARY ©OF

St Panl's, Vol Common.

g ATV D 0By

S pncinds fu oo sociesinecicn) distrint Sormed ol
T the peialses ol Ntepoey, Limelsuso and Heamlpy.
A Ll orar onemtivned Baving o1 the 1ime & papulstion
of (oo urehed 1o she ull Chrch

The new dintlet contammd 1 goo Inhubitants  Tho
brovameen were i thee nomt pars sn the fringes of the parish,
parrely W the attome Tesding out uf Rhodeswall Toad, mt
o thote known ma Rogueswoll Rokd, and ls How Comuon
Lane, the sastwant boastary,  Thore werw & Tew scativrml
foomes and votiages v e s onlied Cammuan,  which
Ooslgted smatnly of slogbarh Gekdn nad & sope wall dners
peoted hy prospective roails, semeof which fn their first sings
were gouvol pios of comsidesitlilo depth, b Gae grvslog portine
of Diew Commmisn Leon on 16 oot ol gruvel] shieh no doult
comvibiaben e the bealtiiness of the dasenier.  Omon durk
nhght thiose rocls weee 8 smce of apprebemsan 0 cliurcly
goers coanimy fromn the dlrsction of e Bow Josd, snd an
oo nooawion the Corate, s the hasd of u party consiting ol
e ers of Lo chioly sl congragation, althongh e cxrned
o Iamstern Tor bls and dheir benetil, suddealy fiwmd Sieself
Wt thy Dottom of ane of theso ravol pliw, snd many of the
panty followml ia lond  Fortunntely no banes wore hrokow

The Chwroh wan comsecrntind an Clorohior yoth, rhgn,
by thee Mishop of Loodus (Altecwards Archibishop Talt),
T'he Arclatoct was Mt Rohde Huwkiss, whose Chuschies of

1
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St Michasl, Paddisggtom, anid S0 Mihaol, Earter, & low
yoars lator attrachod gomsideratili notkoe, M owar bolin snd
endowal By WilT Cottom, of Laytoostome, kol Sy miofivn
Bov dokiig e s Lesd onpronssdd Ly lln own wisds, spuben a4t n
meting of the Lowedion oosan Chureh Dallding Saclory,
Dol sunn whee b of Navorohes of (b s yar, whee he wis
0 mekpintd ul b congtotulatiag bam on e
complition uf the Chorch,  In iy oneren of ik eply 10
that milibrems Mo, Comom mnid
IR v Tor v o e Bas e and wodom g of e Chitoh
Sl Stepniy, | hnve Bir s mang yours pwwend o e
Saho were baeing Hiay D or Bl amdd s hrloging
St erge popubathon, 1t i was thedr daty 1o nwka

ame i

ety far Wu splearand wasks of thele dspanie,
St | dbeanibel haww boess yery el o bl o8 bt e
Seted on the grmchyie T yn enbesvmomsd i ouglie
“my Ll po vaxtoece,

Wil D gebormnes 0 i I may be mentioned ikt e

i fanetion with Bishogy Blomdiold, Tn bad teen moinly
Iserimontal b0 ruiving paeviosdy 6 conmidensbie s,
sallectont o baibd ben new Churehis s Detbinal Grecs, one
of (b den (HE Thomme’) Tning hiv own it

At comme raution ol the Chised e ooy deentt) vy
fomdiere b Lo o d s & Hormatas] e s of whie
oAb Tt b O Canpurbary. patborn Shlex om e Last wall,
At b wppereintly Sppocent  arimieal wian hilected o
D 00 agpoerad e stanil oo e Maody “Uabdo sod was
(hruliy, mecinding Vo 4 recemt Peivy Counctl gudgment, au
Allegal naminit, bt st the b iocnt  owns sllowed
eeenadin  Ohwcermplotion of the Jowse B windiw, dealynml
Dy M JE St b inedl Wb Archuiteet, wisd onicutet b
Powell o SWhileleiaes, Me. Stome wine ermmsssamssl 19 maha
shitedim B the hancal walle wid ool decortioms, anl

|

TIHE MU ATTANL

I tgay the Lady Clapel wnn sopuratesd by u ston
acvun, the Altar was enlarged, wod  wey beautifal ieosdis
with a Calvary aml figures of St Panl and hie companions,
St Peter, St Hirtabos and St Loke, painted on miahognny
dosignad by My, Comper wan evected, in meswoey of Mr.
Caounpell fofery wha fie 3o years bind been Clinechwnrden.
The uxpenpe of thiv memoeind win defraged by lis widow
and tunily.

H
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dosigen fur the Borodon,  “I've oreotan of (s necosstiaind
the remsovul of the Girmel Crim, which | wot Segal was
certinitily not symbalical, and Mo romovl wis not segrntisd
Tl deevrntion of the elanesl wis thie work of the cangre
At med Al cont ol the Bust window winl peackled far by
Phi wale of o) Lomndy dimmimda, datinesisd by Mis Cottan
They were thos vonverted (s puots, tough oal 1o thely
uriginul fopm

Ui Memorsal Tablets it the mavn see & dlstinetivn
Fentirs of the Church the (dea besng rabom from the ol
af Ko Fewn, Mile Bod, of whieh Canon Jawsall was O
Vicar,

Suod smple messedales, T theh and ponr alike and w
U Chigrnd whaen vloh ad proar et fogether, maht evin
whare horo Te a Cood's mere, g v wnbin dn apirin, us they
Ao at Su Paubs, the Chaurch adlitant and sxpectant, i that
e AV hre Salodn o eacdh i conn sing,

AVl b whvise wesl Iu donie,

ot botter Ahan the momurmnral comses il lulsrpiely
cnrvend Tmbstones (s coumvy Cliwrch yard, which wes
s e obeetad onebaly wnn ek ol peapect for d i et

L Y

Toy o800y thie wppar poey of e towor splew, having
bt dmibangedl by genles of By lghtubug, winn ropaieed, b
Crime teggsllod el o oew Nghining condoctar xod w the
ok of £ g

T gos, thanbin o legiey of L300 ol By, s Lo
Thnmven Walblate and 1o b gommrosity uf b fow obd eiemnls
the Chaech was thomugbly rowovated intersally al the ros
(LS TUS

Duting the tncambency of the st viear the Rev,
AL B, Cottan, the population tapidly intressel refolil from
hod 0 Lgooo siuls, and the Churel was filled iy ver-
Hawiny, bt alter twenty. years of evwt iocmoning work e
elfected an vachange of Livings with the Heyv. Rowland 1
Phonimet, who becamw th secomi Vicar in 1878, In 1692,
Chuareh libe wivs atits blighestactivity, the parieh belng woecked
by a stuff of five priests,  Communions an  Enster Py,
numbernd so8, baptisms 330 for the year, neasly o huodred
candidates were presantol Yo Confirmatsan wuch year, and
10 chilkdren were Luing taught 1 the vanouy Sumday
Schaols, st wincothun the populszian has chaoged vory much
and work fum sutfered, and i second Vicor resigned in 1gae,
completely broken down in leadth, and wis succeeded by the
Hov., W\ Forsger, who fiul been Assistant Curato wingy 1855

e 8 4 &

@he Church Plate.

SET ul Holy Vessels in silvor gilt consisting of o

3 Inrype Hugom, 1wy chnlioes, two gatens aod ug i

dish of Edghtonoth century desigo nni chutseieristic

of the perica, were preseoted by Hishop Dhkomiedd o his

deatii-bod 1o Mr. Cotton foe ww in St Pani's. They waie

farisesly the propurty of Queen Carnbine and wore uwsd
her private Chaped,

A few years aftorwanls a wiver joilt Maten sod Chalice

ot with go jownls were preseutod b ths Church by Meisbers

7
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of the congregation amd friends, and Queen Caroline's pdatn
wan thow vndy wend o Festivals, hut an thoy were, as will bw
with

undeestond froms sheir dute, oF vl Tscom vonbant fonn

e vomennt of the Hhidsop, thny wuri roeast fnto u barge slve

Chlice and 1o FPatens
A sioall

wheh, nad wilveat Pyx Dbox war
e H

sver Vietkeum for the Communlan of (e

N [ ,l.uvn-‘\ K lven

L

NOWEAND T
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T WEY 1AM
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@he Gast Gindoln,

FHIG Manat wylonddorm ba posttnonr o dobe Bt 00s wheSomap (F fe
. volopring, the slploratn ¢ hn 1oy of dyn, and
et b bt D bantion of i pnrns T8 i swennnk kndily

Heehe sdnding, & masdu of giving Septh of elfoct very npanogly

umed 1 ol gl Dot very protusely (o mosd oodern wark

Wirsliow, W sritathon i the

It s u Josse
gonentogy of Chriet, the

o
sbaeer Dseiny sapporied by s fdiatod
WK e L e

Mewlah

qeannil work (ntamded 10 teprmunt o trew,

fuutsd the chied perscmaes it the Hon of th

1ot oxmmimhng thn gtoomalworks we seu at the foot
o thio sdidlo Thghe the Hguee af Jorse o o oot bwat prsition
wiwd o Bile whide peoceests Yhe siem of that tree of wikeh our
Lad DIANCH B wit o
Abovw Jesan, bot usdirtho low

Ay rothepabibe thunr o]t tuenw UTsieavatiog w10 wobijuts

I thae e the stem of Jesse

ot oockallion 1 vl and 1}

A thve gl oo sy taken B By peopbcies,  Absavd i
lowest medaltion is Sofemsen, the bailder of the Lerd's Honse
wiml Dot wien Ve sniddidbe ol uppes aesdallion in the Hhossud

nttrathon So e gromed i K Lo el by sl O I i Crpos

Vitgls b Broie A0 combre Nighd, Dae sd i) endisieng o

of the Meminh as Propbot, Privst and Kby Mo n, Kir sy

Py “A poophiot shind! the L) your Gaod o e byt of

worlit sew b ko wenntar w1 Eis whind] g our S wml

Caidont the Dl voawrn of the Terue!ibes oo Ui 0 bistioses waod
AMichuerivon, mu Choost in sba Dalivaroe of Flis pusopde s thale
nemies.  Maolehiandok
| Melehiandph
¢ Jatdind for it savisdons thad aur Lamd sprang
Thioboann, Al gals, Awamd Hssekinl,  On

thhe ceher side, the four groatr propbets, “thuy are they which

UL Thon wrt w priost Sy wuer

ALaye trse on s one shibs

]

W 1

are S Ko

oit of Judal,

<5

ify of Hine " — [aniak, feremnb, Taeianl, Danis), |

the Medalions nod traceey of (e thoes horiessnd
Imnods, the Inwest contains the Nativity, and evests whick
peveedel and fillowed it Thoe middle, the Paasion af oo

Lead, atid the wsrpoisite iy Hint bs et agaropeis o b His,

wheh roprnsents Him ns ¢ o Edom with dyed
Do
the An

e the ovn pa

aming fi

gnrments  fecin alt Tl pper,  the  Astension

witnessed hy il The tone of thi fork and

L e U I W hiight tracery nlvave

o whish the f Henven inalf s tepiosented, wnd that
Y is uni to wew, whach the disciple whom Jou
loved wes permittel g upon, The sobisct uf sk
wedallion is as tollvwy —
1o The Amnmncintion of the Angal to the Viegin, *§ waiist
patienttly S the Lond
The Salutatioo of the Wathor f o Lard, *D how
atmiihle are Thy dwellings
3 Tho Manger of Wathlohom, = Thy wsed will T sstahiish
lof ewer
$+ 1I'he Mupihstaton ol sar Locd 1o the Centl vAl
kings shall fudl down Lefore him

3 He prsssttbon o the Temple Thou urt fasonr than

the chilldren of mpn

Hiv agony ta the gandox, "Save e 0O Gl St the
WAIRES AfY Cotie £ even it 1y skl

Hi boanmy the Crow 1 an coisted 2 don of then

thast g dlows ot the pat

His Cracifocan, » 1 ey pioreed My hamily at

- His deaoont from the Cr T posier]l out like
witer, all My Lavew are oul of ot
ro. Hin Rowurrection, “Tice God arise, gl H» snomi

W wintieoml
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@he Organ.

RIGINALLY there was s umall two Masual ongan by
@ Grray & Davisos whick & now io the Charch ofSt.
Savieur's, Poplar.  In 1477 It was decided £ haew

#m orgns worthy of the Chuech aod the laze Haney Willis
weby o seiadlt the orgun at St Pucl’s Cathundea) was estruut.
od with the wark s the present magmificest instrument »
the resmit, wioch b tsured for L2000 1t consts of )
Mamunis aod u pedal ongas, cuntabning 4y speaking siope,
+ couplers, sz 7 compusition padals, in all these are 258
pipus, the prdul Violooe forming the west flont and the grest
dispascnn the sonth frowt. It bas n secomd kigh pressim
wind chest which sapplies the Geest and pestal vesls and
works the pneomatic action of the groat organ.  The voiing
fhid wee leave authing W bo desionl, wand the reedl witk e
parzicalarhy o It ws cpened at the delication Sti-
wal, October, #4737, by Mo (now D] W. S Hoyes, Organist
of ANl Saint, Margaret Street.  The lellawmg i the

"

sgwesfeation - —
Great Organ CC 1» G Swell Drgas CC o (i
£ Dunbie Dispen, Macad 15 ¥) | :l&n:tlhu‘a m-a
- H . N -
3o e I 25 e
o - - Tl L
< T AR T Paen £
e - 2P e M. o rnnbe
» M, -a-"-:ti-' Ciarepian. :R
o Gt T iRl e e
Chobr CCte G.  Pudal Organ CCC ta P
i '&hx Meras :I‘L' . i i
1 lhaswrs Woagrmain,
A Ladlh Uelet. -F:x!&:“ sl 18P
Tlute, L LA w " Fo
tfmm Metal E¥ 4 Oplislesle a R
& Cwrezzt Plie, - N
T Yo, - 3%
A Coome & Dalstin, - Wi
[‘ -

10,03, 04 amd 1y Augels witnmsing the Asconuion,
10 Mis Awcemsion, St up Thywll O God e the
M
1 Our Lond wm ghory srrsndad by the Eidors, “\Wha
st thwlr coowns el e Thowow,” and e
Hemvenly Chsti of the Angeise Hust whe viand round show
the Theene sad woadop Gad Saring Jargs s Uhle s
and saying, “Amen,  Testng, ol Gy, and wisbom, and
Ovrdbongivangr, nid bomor, wmd powes, and daght, be wns
wr Goond Fot ot ol wowr, Amen ™
4 LR L A
The sther painted windows are @ -
(60 1x the Chanond the window by Harduas was pluced in
ity of the foundet of the Chaooh by Via eSdidren
() e the Souts Al e Angel Window s ey of
Jotow William Chapman, 1372, given fry bin wimer,
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Also in 1908 there was a sobering and revealing article about the first 50 years of the church in the
East London Church Chronicle.

St. Paul, Botw Common, €

his parish, which now lies in the centre of the East London, was formed 50 years ago, out of

the parishes of Stepney, Limehouse and Bromley, and in those days had some pretensions to

be a delightful “common,” so dear to the hearts of East Enders, consisting mainly of rhubarb
tields, rope walks, a cricket field and various gravel pits, bounded by the Bow Common Lane,
which contained a few country cottages and the tortuous Rogues” Well Road which still retains the
appearance of a not-knowing-where-it-wants-to-go sort of lane

In those early days a magnificent church was built by the late William Cotton, the founder
of St. Andrew, Bethnal Green, and was consecrated in 1858 by Rt. Rev. Dr. Tait, the Bishop of
London.

The Church stood in a lovely position in the fields, with the Blackwall Railway Extension in
the background. On a dark night the good people might be seen picking their way across the fields
with the aid of lanterns, and occasionally coming to grief in the gravel pits. Then roads were made
and houses sprang up like mushrooms, and the great Church was filled with suburban residents
during the incumbency of the first Vicar, Rev. A.B. Cotton, who resigned in 1878 after twenty years’
work.

During the incumbency of the second Vicar, Rev. R.T. Plummer, the population increased
to nearly 15,000, but with the removal of well-to-do people, financial difficulties arose, and he was
compelled to appeal to the E.L.C.F. (East London Churches Fund) to provide stipends for the
Assistant Clergy. £ 135 per annum was granted for a second Curate, and with the help of
volunteers, the parish was worked by a staff of five clergy and many lay-helpers, until disaster
came in the utter breakdown in the of the Vicar’s Health and his resignation in 1900.

Since then difficulties have increased by the immigration of an alien population and the
overwhelming growth of poverty. Again, the E.L.C.F came to the rescue with a further grant of £30
per year: but the parish has only a staff of three priests and a very few lay-workers.

The Church still retains many beautiful features, relics of more prosperous days: A very
fine Jesse window designed by Street, a magnificent organ, a painted chancel (now faded), and a
set of Holy Vessels, formerly the property of Queen Caroline, which were presented by Bishop
Blomfield.

The schools began in a small way in dilapidated, rat-infested cottage, but in 1859 the
foundation stone of the present school was laid by Bishop Wilberforce. The Schools have the largest
playground in London, with a swimming bath, and in spite of recent legislation are more than
holding their own.

This parish, like many in the East End, has buildings and everything needful, but lacks the
necessary workers but must have gone under long ago, but for the E.L.C.F. A ship has been the
emblem of the Catholic Church since primitive times, but in the East End it must be likened to a
ship without a crew to man it.
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St. Luke’s, Burdett Road

The present day church is still called St. Paul’'s, Bow Common but following post-war
reorganisation of parishes and re-building only certain churches, the parish which this church
serves became the parish of St. Paul with St. Luke, Bow Common.

Therefore part of any history of this parish should include an account of the church of St. Luke,
Burdett Rd. especially as it became the home for the displaced people of St. Paul’s, Bow Common
after their church was destroyed in the War. As is now known, the church of St. Paul, Bow
Common was the gift of William Cotton to the people of the area and those who would come to
live in the housing he was soon to build, and with the support of the Bishop of London, Charles
Blomfield, this led to the creation of the Ecclesiastical District of St. Paul, within the large and
ancient parish of Stepney. Later this became the Parish of St. Paul, Bow Common. This was in 1858.
Poverty and need were great in this part of the East End, though as the Booth poverty maps showed
a little earlier, conditions could be very different just a street or two away. And in 1865 a Mission
enterprise was created on the edge of St. Paul’s parish, within an area which was part of the parish
of Holy Trinity, Mile End.

The first service was held in the school rooms of St. Paul’s, Bow Common and the venture soon
proved to be much needed. It was soon clear that a permanent church would be needed for this
work. In 1867 the tireless and devoted Mission priest, Revd. William Wallace wrote this Appeal
Leaflet. Funds were urgently needed.

S ul:c's@iﬁsi‘m Hardett B ond, Stepney

%S it far boyond St. Paul’s ?” ¢ Yos,”

I said, “as far as Hyde Park is
© from the Cathedral. When I come
to you it is on o Bow and Stratford om-
nibus, which charges the same fare from
my door,441 Mile End-road, to the Bank,
as it does from the Bank to Piccadilly.”
“ What a very long street you live in.”
““Yes, a vory grand road runs through
the whole longth of the Hamlet of Mile
Ind Old Town, from Whitechapel to
Bow, and Ilive at the Bow end of it.”’"
“I know” said the prelate, for it was to
ono of our bishops I was describing 8t.
Luke’s, “the Regont’s Canal,—are you east or west of that?’ “Immo-
diately to the ocast, and just south of Mile End Road: a triangle in fact
between tho Bow branch of the Blackwall Railway, the Regent’s Canal,
and a,£1 old,’lane, a little back from Mile End Road, called Bow Com-
mon Laue.
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“And now,
do you like
the work ?”
Iwasoblig’d
to answer,
“Yery much,
~—there is so
much inter.-
est, 80 much
clergy man’s
work in if,”’
I said. “Is
the church
holding her
own, or ad-
vancing in
the east?”
“Yos, if the
Bishop's
Fltlmd gﬁlts
thoroughly
; ST Lukes New Distrier. oarrited out,
. reat arrears

5 BuroeTT RoanSTEPNEY. |$i) bo over.
& taken, and
for my part,

I 1rmt-noih.ing will prevent ils eomplete execution,”
This conversaticn was Lofore a sormon preached in behalf of this

Mission, in St, Michael’s, one of the Pimlico churches, the congregation
of which have assisted materially the work of St. Luke’s.

To call attention to the work of the Bishop of London’s Fund, and
invite assistance for a %ermanent church in this new district now ready
to be separated from the parish of Holy Trinity, Stepney, I have put
together a few facts, and further information can be had from myself,
or from the office of the Fund, Pall Mall,. We have reached a point
now in which any foreign aid will be of the utmost service to encourage
and sustain the efficiency of the Mission,

On October 15th, 1865, we began in a school, lent by the Rev. A, B.
Cotton, son of the late venerated William Qotton, and to this moment
we have never spent any funds provided from any source in aid, except
upon the site for the Church and my salary. Our own Offertory has
paid all expenses, and now that the cost of supplying the room with
chairs and necessary church furniture has been repaid, it is a great
satisfaction that the money of St. Michael’s Aid Fund is untouched for
the work we have at heart, the erection of our church. '

This economy is all we can reach to among ourselves. Dock-
labourers, bricklayers, gas-men, these are 000 out of 6000 inhabitants,
and almost every house has two or more families residing in it. We
have no land-owners, and I admit candidly that the Bishop’s Fund has
given every wealthy person near us work more directly appealing to
their aid.
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Our distriot is one of those Six “ Pressing Wants’’ which appear adver-
tised in Zhe Z'¥mes, and to which grants of £1200 towavds a gﬁurch have
been made. I can hardly think thatany case is more truly designated as
presag;f for aid, In giving charity what a gratification to help the decent
and diligent, to keep them up, and advance them to another ogportunity.
So with St. Luke’s. To give us a First-stone, a Chancel, and complete
church ; these steps will each and all be valued and welcomed, if past
experience proves anything. For look at the past month of December.
Twenty-two Services, attended by 1987 persons, with fifteen Offertories,
amounting to £9 2s. 10d., in 907 coins : and besides, twenty-one col.
lecting books brought in on December 31st, with gatherings for one
quarter of £19 9s, 24d. Again, we promised our * Reader,” a student
of King’s, £30 for the six months before Ohristmas, and since that
engagement led to his ordination for St. Luke’s on December 23rd, he
gave back on Christmas-day the whole sum to the church. And this
has gone on all through. For instance, in September the Otfertory
was £7 2s. 113d, and twenty-two collecting books brought in forthe

uarter £20 10s. 64d. This earnest zeal could not always continue,

ill the reader of this become a partaker, and sustain by show of
sympathy and encouragement the willing hearts of my flock.

Let me take another aspect of the Mission, The room holds con-
veniently 170. On the third Sunday in Advent our congregation was
190. Vgé have our own interests to consult, yet on December 20th we
meﬁ 192 in number, to assist with £2 4s. 43d, the work of the Bishop
of Nelson, who expressed his pleasure at the order and attention of the

eople, g:mng and old, We had a Confirmation in April, and thirty-
ve candidates were presented., In the whole of Trinity parish 816
children were baptized in 1865, and 338 in 1866, both years being a
oreat increase on former reeisters. A week-day Service with special

raference to Uhristmas Qommunion was held on the Fridays in Decem-
ber, and 71, 61, 41, and 85 were the oongregations. Oould we obtain
funds to build even the Chancel of our church, we would hope to have
devout and frequent Communions.

Let me desoribe the service of Monday evening, December 31st.
The room, 60 feet by 28, used as an infant school, has a gallery at one
end. On this two prayer-desks stand, and on the floor a lectern. At
the south side on three tiers are a few boys to sing, below them an
harmonium, played by a gentleman, a clerk in a railway office, who
voluntarily oon!uots the choir, Then begin two sets of benches on
either side of the room, girls to sing in the front of one, grown boys to
sing in the front of the other. Any little children are brought up to
the front of these and put on low forms, being taught to kneel and
respond loudly. Then, still on either side, as many chairs as we can

et in. Hymn books on every seat. Prayer-books for all who need.
or this night, Anthems for our willing but not very educated singer
(Monk's, Hallelujah | For unto us a Ohild is born) ; and myself to re
the prayers, the Incumbent of Trinity, the Rev, F. Simcox Lea to
reach, and the Deacon and one of the men to collect the Offertory in
ags. :

-250 -




An unusual number of better-dressed people are miXed with the
attendants from the distriet, for it is Quarterly Collection night, and
each person having a book is invited to come and present openly the book
and money collected as an “ offering to the Lord.” )

The room is decorated solely by the persons present, and everything,
books, gas, warming, servants’ work, ornaments of the place and of the
ministers, has been paid for by themselves, ¢‘O come, all ye faithful ” is
sung heartily by all, and nobody thinks of not responding with loud
and long Amens. The Psalms for the 30th evening are sung, full of
praise ; and the prayers are reverently followed. A few words respect-
ing the past e.m? the prospects of the future from myself precede the
Hymn before Sermon, and then Mr, Lea preaches a Homiletic extempore
discourse upon the 90th Psalm, which realizes all a Mission Service
requires, and bringing us all, this closing night of the year, before Him
who is our refuge from one generation to another, wins us to the prayer
that we may so number our days as to apply our hearts unto wisdom, and
to the adoring desire, ‘¢ The majesty of the Lord our God be upon us,
Prosper Thou our handy work.” * Brief life is here our portion,” from
the Rhythm of St. Bernard is sung, while the Offertory of £2 4s. 0id.
is being collected, and when at last the Benediction is taken up by th'e
kneeling congregation with their song of ¢ Part in Peace,” St. Luke's
final service of 1866 is religiously closed.

I have not spoken of the temporal need of St. Luke’s. 'We had the
cholera among us, with its warnings and the results of Christian
benevolence ; we have the want of work trying us now, but to build the
church is a sure way of aiding both now and always. .

If this account of our work will persuade any, to whom God has given
the power and will, to aid His Chureh’s mission, our prayers will not fail
to remember them as benefactors before the throne of grace.

January, 1867. 'W. WALLACE, M. A.

As one reads the Appeal Leaflet above, both
the need as well as the great efforts and
persistent striving are evident.

The Revd. William Wallace, a great priest
and a great man, is shown in the view to the
right.

His incumbency was a long one, from 1865
- 1913, at 48 years the longest incumbency
of any parish priest in either of the parishes
of St. Paul or St. Luke. I think Fr. Kirkby
comes next at 43 years!

He is shown here in August 1914, following
retirement from St. Luke’s in December
1913. He died on 9t September 1915 in Budleigh Salterton, Devon.
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In fact, just at the last moment the necessary funds were raised by a perilously narrow scrape and
the church was consecrated on 18t October 1869. This account, from “Stepney Churches - An
Historical Account” by Gordon Barnes (Faith Press 1967) relates what happened.

ST. LUKE Burdett Road

Tu1s parish originated with services which were held in the
schools of St, Paul's, Bow Common. The first service was held
by the Rev, William Wallace, o.n., on October 15, 1865. For
some years Wallace had been eager to work in the East End
and had asked the Bishop of London to allot him a mission
district. The vicar of Holy Trinity, Tredegar Square, from
which St. Luke’s parish was to be taken, welcomed somebody
to work in the southern part of his district where small streets
of working-class houses were being built on either side of the
new Burdett Road, The Bishop told Dr. Wallace that he
would have to raise about £17,000 to build a permanent
church, schools and a parsonage house. But undeterred, he
speedily gathered a congregation and set about collecting
money to build the church for which a grant of £1,200 was
made by the Bishop of London’s Fund, and much help given
by the wealthy congregation of St. Michael’s, Chester Square.

When building started in 1868 it seemed that only the nave
and aisles could be erected owing to shortage of money; the
Treasurer of the Building Fund, the vicar of Holy Trinity,
was so cautious that he proposed the height of the nave walls
should be reduced by sft. in order to avoid running into debt.
Fortunately a friend of Dr. Wallace, Shaw Stewart, guaran-
teed the amount needed, but there was some doubt about the
building of the chancel. However, at the last moment, an
unknown benefactor gave £1,500 to enable the church to be
completed in time for it to be consecrated on October 18,
186g. The total cost was £35,342.

The architect, A. W. Blomfield, designed a large church of
red brick and stone, in a style described by T. F. Bumpus as
Italian Romanesque. There was a clerestoried nave of five
bays with side aisles and a chancel of two bays, a nave arcade
of obtuse pointed polychrome brick arches carried on short
round stone piers with carved capitals. All the windows of
the clerestory were round-headed, and the east window con-
sisted of three round-headed single lights with a large sex-
foil, flanked by two small quatrefoils, in the head. The three
lights had slender shafts with carved capitals. At the west
was a large ‘wheel' window with three round-headed singles
below and under these a shallow brick porch. There was no
tower but a big double bell-cote on the eastern gable of the
nave. All the windows were filled with stained glass designed
by Daniel Bell, who also designed the three mosaic panels
which served as a reredos. When the church was demolished
in 1661 an attempt was made to save these panels but un-
fortunately they disintegrated.

During and after the second World War St. Luke's was
used by the congregations of St. Paul's, Bow Common, and
St. John's, Halley Street, who had been forced from their
own churches by bombing. In 1959 the small remaining con-
gregation moved to a broken-down mission church, St. Barna-
bas’s, Rowsell Street, and St. Luke’s was closed. Vandals
speedily moved in and in a very short time the interior was
a shambles; all the stained glass was smashed, floorboards
were torn up, electric wiring ripped out and one evil-minded
person went to the trouble of cutting a swastika in the bowl
of the stone font. The organ was removed and given to
St. Saviour’s, Poplar.

As St. Luke’s had not suffered badly during the war surely
it would have been more economical to repair it and to use
it as the church of the united benefice of St. Luke with
St. Paul instead of building, at great cost, a new church of
St. Paul’s a short distance down the Burdett Road. St. Luke’s
was demolished early in 1g61.

-252 -

In 1928 in the local newspaper, the East
London Advertiser there was a report on the
state of the churches (including St. Paul’s, Bow
Common) and half way through it tells the
story of St. Luke’s, Burdett Rd. (marked red).

| Gastlm%nmynanm
TOWER HAMLETS INDEPENDENT.

Chief Office: 357, Mile End Road, E.1,
SATURDAY, JULY 14, 1928.

TELEPHONE: EAST 0267,

CHURCH LIFE IN
EAST LONDON.

——

The induction last Saturday i the
Rev. R. 1. Goodwin B.A., as Vicar of
St Paul's, Bow Common, iay well
seive as a reminder of the c¢hanges
svhich have come 1o the disirict since
the <harch was consecrated, just 709
years ago. Like most churches 'n
East London it was carved out of the
mother parigh of Stepney, whose grey
old tower slill stands “‘four square to
all the winds ihat blow,"” in a green
oasis amid a wilderness of bricks and
mortar. It was buili to meet the
spiritual needs of what was then a
new residential district which had not
altogether lost its rural character.
The population attached 10 the parish
<hurch of St. Dunstan numberad
60,000, and the parish of St. Paul's
comprised 1,400 inhabitants. Bow
Common liad long ceased to resemble
anything which we associate with that
name. It consisted chiefly of market
gardens on which rhubarb was largely
grown, and there was also a rope-
walk. Such houses as then existed
were mainly in the sireets leading out
of Rhodeswell Road, which at one time
was known as Rogueswell Road,
ihough there had been no well there
within living memory.




The greater
part of Bow Common lies upon sixteen
feet of gravel, and the excavation. of
this  had left pits of considerable
.depth which were a source of no little|
«langer. It is on record that one dark
night a party consisting of members
«©0f the choir and congregation were
going 1o St. Paul’s church from the
airection of Bow Road when the
«<urate, who, with lanlern in hand,
headed the procession, suddenly found
himself at the bottom of one of these
gravel pits, with several members of
the party on top of him. Fortunately
no bones were broken, and after the
wictims of the accident had disen-
tangled themselves they were hauled
out and proceeded, with increasad
.caution, to take part in evensong.

St Paul’s, Bow Common, owes its
wxistence to Mr., William Cotton, of
Leytonstone, a gentleman who had
been mainly instrumental, in conjunc-
1ion with Bishop Blomfield, in raising
money sufficient 1o build ten new
church?s  in  Bethnal  Green, St
‘Thomas', which was one of the ten,
being his own . personal gift. His
reason far building the church of St.
Paul's, Bow Common, was explaingd
by him at a meeling of the  London
Diocesan Church Building Sociely

held on the 5th of November, 1858.
Replying 1o un address congratulanng

him on its completion, Mr. Cotton
stated that he had for, many years
impressed on those who were letting
or selling their land for building, and
thus bringing together a large popula-
tion, that it was their duty 1o make
some provision for the spiritual needs
of these people. Realising that exam-
ple was better than precept, he buily
.and endowed the church, which was
consecrated on October 30th of that
year by Bishop (afterwards Arch-
bishop) Tait.
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The population in and about Bur-
ettt Road steadily grew, that well
known thoroughfare gradually chang-
ing its character from a good middle-
class residential arca to one that is
already half given over to trade and
industry, and will doubtless in time
be entirely commercial. Meanwhile,
however, the streets leading off Bur-
«dett Road were built up, and the n2ad
for spiritual provision manifested
itself in several directions. The build-
ing of the East London Tabernacle,
which was made famous by the Rev.
Archibald Brown, and the erection of
the Burdett Road Congregational
<Church, another stronghold of Non-
conformist effort, both justified them-
selves, as also did the construction-of
St. Luke's Church. ' This latter will
always be associated with the late Dr.
Wallace, and in the story of his lfe
and work which his widow made a
labour of love, the origin of that
church is related. It was in the
Autumn of 1865, the year that saw Lhe
establishment of the “East London
Advertiser,” under the name of “The
Tower Hamlets Independent,’ that the

_necessity for a cenire for religious

“ieaching made itself apparent. The
Rev. F. S. Lea, then Vicar of Holy
Trinity, Mile End, offered the Rev.
‘William Wallace the missionary
.curacy of the Southera portion of his
parish, which was afterwards knowa
as St, Luke’s. The young clergyman.
full of zeal and enthusiasm, went 10
inspect the district. “The impression
I at once formed,"” he said, *‘was that
St. Luke's was a very fair parish and
an important place for the Church's
labour. The streets were all new and
laid out in regulation width; the one-
storeyed houses, ground and upper
iloor, seemed suited for the class cf
people—gas men from the adjoining
works; dock labourers, whose wives
and children live here; and some small
shopkeepers to supply the needs cof
the place.



But most of the houses con-
tain two or more families, and in this
alone lies any objection to the dwell.
ings of the people. The Lancashira
lworkmen, whom I had known in
Blackburn, did not pay more for a
whole house than the labourers do
here for half "' And this was 63 years
1go.

The first services at St. Luke's, Bur-
dett Road, it is interesting to remen-
ber, were held in the infant school-
room of St. Paul’s, Bow Common, of
which the Rev. A. B. Cotton was then
incttmbent. With the exception of the
last named church, St, Luke's was the
first church that had been built in
_ Stepney for a period of 30 years. St.

~ Paul's had made rapid progress, the
population of its parish increased

from 1,400 to 14,000, and the church
was usually filled to overflowing.

In

1862 its activity was such that the se

vices of five priests were required 10
do justice to it. At the Easter Day
Communion that year 508 persons
were present, and 1,200 children were
being taught in the Sunday Schools.
It would scarcely be fair to compare
that state of things with that of to-day.
The neighbourhood has changed, the
ill-health of the Vicar was also respon-
sible for much, and the exodus to *he
suburbs entailed a loss to the church
which it was probably difficult to
repair. Whether it is possible to je-
capture the old enthusiasm we can-
not say, but the new incumbent of St.
Paul’s, Bow Common, will have ihe
best wishes of many people for (he
success of his labours.

A view of 1998 looking south along Burdett Rd., showing St. Luke’s at the right and in the distance
above the railway bridge can be seen the misty outline of the spire of St. Paul’s, Bow Common.
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Some more small glimpses of St. Luke’s and of William Wallace:

St. Luke’s, seen from Timothy
Road.

Wintianm WALLACE, M.A,

Portrait taken nhout 1866, soon altor his coming to
St Luke's Mission,

CLERGY, CHURCHWARDENS AND SIDESMEN.
Growp fakew sdont tEg0.

Rev. ], B, Sprosle, M.A, Hev. Win. Wallaco, DD
Vicar of Srotteswsll, 1014 YHN CHOR, 1019
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Another view of 1908 showing the interior of St. Luke’s, Burdett Rd.

Below is a pre-War photograph, before the church was bombed in 1940,
The array of statues give a flavour of the High Church tradition of this church at the time.
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An admirable witness to the continuing work of the local church even after the War had done its worst!
St. Paul’s Church is shown as in ruins but the church was leafletting residents who remained in the
parish, with this invitation to come to St. Luke’s - even when your church is reduced to ruins and times
are hard, your church is there for you and worship and church life continues! Admirable!

 $ ¢ couy of thi

thet you 1ive in the Poria)
if you eleim to belong to
is your cliurch,

houge, 1t uoans
Gov Couuon, ond
totay purdett Rd

.' The obove wlkcteh L6 printed to show you whore your churel 4g
10U oail uds 1V at cay tima, for it 19 open all dny xf‘or}".-ul::(t: lfr',‘*-‘-ri“
end you will bo welcoms Gt any sorvico. The oniranco ip by i ;.Lc'i
Gour B durcett Roed. The chicf Sundsy acrvice in £t 10.6 (\’.‘l’l. ‘
LJ :;;'-'EL‘LE.‘"' .1'_%;‘?_ at tx:- rm of tilps, and 2ll prcscnt erc iavited
Saen ;‘\x_,;“\u Zl g]l";‘c,‘lr;.?llulftjs i‘j the _‘;Lr‘;y .:X-:nuu: r.f;b:ru:‘.r-lc-. Here
'i'ullou.,hl‘.. = 2228 DUUren 1a this ploea, mceting for worship and

Qur' two pricsts cnd lady worker will help you et any vima, in

o oy Lihaw S50
By wey thoy cnn, ¥ou cen find us ot the Clor ¥ Hovge, Timothy Rond,

¥ 3 1 \ v re E -

fa saall Lo caelling on you guring thc next fow doys, ond sholl be roedy
FHawarY o * 110 / -

;D_".n..j.z?x}u-my v_h.uuun You oight liic to eslt clout us, and whet with =

Godle hclp we =rg Wrying to do,

I e 3 oy P e
Hoy God our Fnther guidc cng blcss you,

Two views around 1953-54: on the left is a view of St. Luke’s and, in the distance, the stump of the
steeple of the bombed out St. Paul’s Church, beyond the railway arches. On the right is a view of
the Clergy House in Timothy Road behind the church.
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Two views taken in
19109:

The upper view is of
the west front of St.
Luke’s Church, seen
from St. Dunstan’s Rd.
(later Timothy Rd.).
The main facade
normally seen on
_ photographs is the east
-....:' St ¥ ' y front in Burdett Rd.
accessed via a side
entrance from the main
road.

To the left of the
church is the Vicarage
and Church House.

The lower view is also
from St. Dunstan’s Rd.
looking back at the
church with the
Vicarage in the
foreground.

There is a later view of
the Vicarage some
years later in 1953 /54
on the previous page.
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Final views of the interior of St. Luke’s in the time of Fr. Kirkby, during the 1950’s
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Churchgoing in our Area at around the peak of attendance in the early 1900’s.

By the turn of the century two churches had been built in our immediate area as well as a lot of housing.
The community was settled without, yet, the disruption of war or mass population movements. The
churches were established parts of society and churchgoing was the norm, though by no means universal.
The tables which follow give a snapshot of Christian religious adherence in Stepney in the year 1904.

As we can see,
Borough of Stepney churchgoing was a far
more popular thing to
do in 1904 than it is a

CHURCH OF ENGLAND

MORNING. EVENING,
CHURCIL for e hundred years later!
Men. |Women |Childrn, | Total Met. | Womnen.| Ghﬂm.l Total Day. 0
o — — Even so, only 5% of the
St Ante's, Limehouse .| 671 12| 104| 30| 165] 195| 40| 80| 1,22 -
St Jame, Match® . .| 16| 17| 2| | 19| 4| e| 1:| 13« | total population actually
St c:(.;o::;‘::lmm > 15 53 G0 128 14 £ s1 l;; 83 went to Church of
non Street Road i 51 134 46 72 454 3
o~ .mm”mm 4,. ws' y S¢ sl 108! 198 4 g &6 ‘;;f‘ :1“3 England churches in our
s Girove Street . 10 ”n 4~ 17 14 04
SE iR Bl E| 2| E| B §| Bl B].2 | Novonormss | who
e r 1 1
81, Paul's, Sladwell 1m| ns| 140 18 17 19 54 194 onconformists who
8& Dunstan's, High Street. 172| 15| 48 107 | W1 04| 452 878 were supported by 7% of
St. Faith's, i Street . | 23| 3% 3| m 7wl 235 541 . o
8t Augwstine's, S 8 26| 132| o1 o4| 18| 34| 2\ 8N the population and 3%
St. Bonwt's, Mile End Road = 138 18 ] 3 61| 166 351 ] .
Christ Church, Jamaics St. 43| 19| 134} 55| 09| 10| WA 468 going to Roman Catholic
. a1 172 IR i 126 04 2840 500 | o
g £0 13 16 I 74 137 churches. In all 81% of

Z
E-

the population didn’t go

Road Vvt
8¢t Paul'y, 5t Paul's Road .

E E RNEB.E 2Zle8 ztzk |rhuuBussBucss

&1 23 373 39 Furch il
e, 3 11 42 [ R
St "b‘h'-' Oxford Streat . 172 60 oL 47 M ata
itl.! ‘l.'tmu \ a:’\rbing.d uare 50 35 104 23 ,
inin A New
Torn sl | 2 - At St. Paul’'s, Bow
St Olave's, Hanbury Street 4| 1B| 2 8 Common a huge 613
Chirmt '1mn'h, italfields . 24 81 130 2%
St Mary's, 8 : 1| 4| 64) =2 people went through the
N.ﬂhﬂun!,ﬂ italfields . 8 5 w n d dav! 14
St Mary Matfelon, White- oors every Sunday! 148
&:"g"hi,‘.,m “"‘“‘,’,‘;?"“ 1:% g E ‘:’é adults went to church in
g: }l’_ .":-. y‘% o ;g g 1?3 g a u |l 10s 196 the ev'emng and 130 in the
- 1, 7
S i Wappen, Ch st 13| 2| | 17| w| 94| 1w MOrning. However
“vie ower i
RN ad 1 Vivonk, Tewpt S T S X o] ml al sa children (a;ge 15 or under)
N PR e 1858 | 3405 | 6649 Il 1502 | 2760 | 2431 | 6792 13,401 formed 55% of those who
TRENES went to church - 335 every
R m ) ana U A : y
SARTRONDONBEEEH Sunday! Ours was the 5% most
DENOMINATIONAL TOTALS attended church in Stepney.
TR M RNING, L\ll\l\() i | %
DENOMINATION, — v | | fox” the At St. Luke’s, Burdett Rd., 137
Men, | Women,| Ohilites, | Tolal, Men, “amm (?llldm Total, Day.
Dt o B[990 1008 | Sioe [ 8ead]| s [0 [ns [ o[ oobc Went fo church every
urch of knglanc P B3 R 11, Y . .
Missions | - 36) 98| 440! 18] 'eon | o7 | 454 | 937 1,450 Sunday with 62% of these being
saleynn Meth, Church [ 184] 217 | 678 1,079] 888 | 677 | 1,010 | 2,073 ][ 3,168 children.
Prmitive Meth, Church 3| 11| 18| 161| 280 | 83| 160 | b633|| @54
I’.hl. Cal, Meth.Church 21 4 16 10 40 71 47 [ 167 207 L . .
X .\lclllc g-‘rwhchurch. 1| 15 85| 11f 17| 80 g i 02'41 ’u‘m Denominations gathering in
ptist Church . .| 397| 863 | osas| 1,288 540 [1,004 | 4 3,316 .
w  Mission . 3| 2 5 10 10 Stepney on their holy days are
(ougmgnuomd ("Iul‘t‘h 260| 206 702 121’” 216 L 79 | 3,166 3373 Shown, Wlth the Church Of
Missions | 96| a4 | 19| 21| 135 | e84 | 679 | 1,088( 1,979
lgﬁuby{fnnn Church .| 35| 30| 44| 18] 48| 69| 40 , lga gg.l England as the greatest
van. Mission Services, | 467 417 | 1,818 £100| 778 | 1,632 1,363 | 3,663/ 5,763 . : .
U mitarian Charch. .| 8| 8 “es| ioff a1 | s "ss| 111) ise gathering, with the Jewish
Brethro ; on| 48 1| ngf| 0 o5 22| 138 250 ‘Church’ at 94% of that figure
Socisty of Friends. .| 196] 171 Ga| 430( 40| 106 | 131 | 286/ 76 . o
z'..lnmu;1 Army , .| 45| 35| ¢t| 101 B06| €| 38| 62| e and Roman Catholics at 63%.
rot. Services , | 14¢| 80| 5| 78 130| 69| 13| 218 490 : e
Boman Catholio Churel, 1,400 | 2,007 | 9,520 | 6,546 || 439 | 700 [ 68 | 1,857 | 8408 Next came Evangelical Mission
Ober Services . .| 14| 133 | 963| 500/ 347 | 403 | 250 | 1,060|| 1,099 Churches at 53%.
Jewish Church . .| 7,008(1,100 | 3,662/12,687 | w0 | oo | w0 [ o 12,887
Grand Totals, . 12,092 | 7,412 | 14,10034,204 16,312 {0,131 (8,405 23,008 || 68,14 In 1883 it was observed that,

‘Out of 2,290 persons living in
consecutive houses at Bow Common, only 88 adults and 47 children ever attend [a place of worship]’ - a situation
that the observer blamed on the conditions in which they lived.
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