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The Church School s

In this brief look back over the two parishesand churchesand the changes they have seen, mention
must be made of the church schook. The work of the church has never been seen as just concerning
itself with spiritual wellbeing but with the growth of the  whole person, in particular through a
rounded education of high standards. Both parishes of St. Paul and St. Luke built a church school
early on, soon after the churches were built.

St . Paul:d6s School
The commemorative booklet published in 1908 to mark the 50t Anniversary of the consecration of
the first St. Paul 6s, Bow Common recorded the o
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Churches took their schools very seriously and church schools are still seen as desirableplaces

withi n which to place ones children and parents still make great efforts to find a place for their
children in a church school. When | arrived at Bow Common it then had the smallest church
electoral roll in the diocese. Growth came, however, through parents attending church for their
children to qualify for admission to our <church s
the Vicar! However, many of these parents stayed and grew in commitment and became the new

core for the church alongside those who had been there from the beginning. Together, they and

those who have come on later still withess and serve admirably under the excellent new
Incumbent, Mother Bernadette Hegarty. The link between church and school continues strong and

central.
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The East London Church Chronicle made this commentin 19080 n St . Paul 0s, Bow

0The Church still retains many beautiful featur
designed by Street, a magnificent organ, a painted chancel (now fadedkedrad Bloly Vessels, formerly
the property of Queen Caroline, which were presented by Bishop Blomfield.

The schools began in a small wayaidilapidated, rainfested cottage, but in 1859 the foundation
stone of the present school was laid by BidNdperforce. The Schools have the largest playground in
London, with a swimming bath, and in spite of r




To the north of the railway bridge across Burdett Rd. stands a row of tennis courts and, latterly,

the entrance to underground work for the new Crossrail network. It is now impossible to imagine

that the church school of St rjisovel G yearsBThevbuildiogmmo n
did not only see generations of young east-enders find education and nurture and positive role -
model |l ing here but it also was the pl ace baghrer e
on 15h October 1865. When the church was destroyed in 1940/41 the school was used as one of

the places in which the congregation relocated as emergency measures.

The church hasan album of rather disc our agi ng photographs of the
These show all kinds of dilapidations, including very healthy dry rot fungus! | was given to
understand that these were part oft h e 6 e vfar theepmori®od of a new church school as the

old building has outrun its day. The case was proven and a new schobopened on 1st May 1972.

Maguire and Murray had already designed the new church and were give the commission now
for the new school, around 1970 or 1971.This was now St. Paul with St. Luke Primary School
These items below
witness to this, the
new school now
being relocated to
Leopold Street, on
the same side of
Burdett Rd. as the
church and on the
same road as the
vicarage.

The article here is
unsourced but intro -
duces this new
example of th
p | a mpproach to
teaching, radical just
as the church was
radical in its

A, ]
o T %7 e w,?.m e, approach to liturgy
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St. Paul with St. Luke Schoot

| Open plan
~discoveries
at school .

WHEN the question, * What do
you think .of open-planned
-schools and how do you respond
‘to  modern, open - ended
methods of education?’ is put
‘to teachers today the answer
tends to be somewhat the same:
that the success of these ideas
depends ‘on the outlook, ability
and- vitality of the teacher, and
on the nature of the child being
taught, .
This could suggest, and not un-
. reasonably, that different sorts of
schools are required which will suit
both -teacher and child and that,
possibly, the pendvium has drifted
too far in a direction away from
traditional methods. No educa-
tional method is ever the same in
any two schools. Teachers - all
have their own ways of working;
‘heads of schools bave'their own
policies; -some children thrive on
facts being rammed down their
throats: some rely heavily on their
teacher; some prefer to remain in-
‘dependent. Dr Winnicott, the child
psychiatrist, once advocated -the
building of separate schoolg to-suit
different kinds' of children. This
may be the ideal solution : but the
_school which is planned in an opén
way presents an arrangement whére
ifferent children can be brought
. together without impairing their

development.

" The success of this kind of 1

school also depends on quality of

design. One of the few which is

of good quality and real archi-
tectural interest is the new St Paul
school at Bow Common off the
Mile End Road in London, The
architects, Maguire and Murray,
had not designed a school before
and had no prior detziled know-
ledge of current developments. In
a sense this may have been all to
the ﬁood. because it meant a totally
fresh look at the problem by out-
side architects., And, since they
worked in the dark with little help
from those officials whose business
it is to specialise in this form of
planning, their research was
personal and the discoveries they
made were first-hand,

All the components of this
school—nursery, infant, jurior, hall
and staffrooms—go under one vast
pitched roof and are contained
within a single rectangle, The ex-
planation given by the architects
for this economical conception is
that the gite is small and as much
room as possible was wanted for
the garden outside (an imrportant
point, since there is very little open
space in this part of the city). Thus
external conditions make their own
suggestions in the design of build-
ings. Nevertheless. 1t looks as
though there is a good deal more
to the shape and plan -of this
building than the size of a site.

On the one bhand, as a more
original answer to open-planning
than the majority of the schools
which have preceded it, the design
takes new teaching concepts to
their logical conclusion: in other
words. it admits no preconceptions,
no traditions which could be ssse-
ciated with schools desiened in the
past for quite different (eaching
methods. Its form is sosely the out-
come of the new approach,

Secondly, the conception can he
analysed, and justified, from
another direction. The strongly
stated structure clearly defines the
limits of the surroundings. On a
psychological level this seems par-
ticularly crucial. Open-planning
has its disturbing side-cffects—
architecturally gpeaking, there must
be a discipline which' will frame
the disparate dlements. In a barn,
for instance, this discipline is
created by the huge trusses; at St
Paul it is the roof which is the
dominant element, counter-acting
the feelings of ' insccurity that
might develop in children at a
school where there are no walls.

But in this design the pendulum
is not allowed to swing too far.
The teaching spaces are separated
from one another ; there is privacy |
there are corners ; irregular screens
(their heights correspond to the
age groups of infants and juniors)
make subdivisions within the
larger space.

Instead -of attempting, as many
architects do, to transiate diagrams
into. threc-dimensional terms (as
walls with a roof en top) and
blurring their usefulness with
devices that could work against the
educational intentions, Maguire
and Murray have chosen to accepl
them at their face value, as the
perfect~dingrams around which,
and through which, people circu-
late. They have left them at that,
untouched, inside their Jovely
architectural frame,

The phptographs which follow on the next page are of interest because they show the new church
school in the stage of construction (late 1971 or early 1972?). But, they also show the last days of
the surrounding housing , since replaced by the Leopold Estate which is (2015) itself being rebuilt

in large areas.

The first photo is of Leopold St. with the sl oping roof of the new school visible at the end and the
boarded up previous housing awaiting demolition in due course. | lived in the Vicarage at the end
of this street on the right and it is fascinating to see what was once there!

The_lower view shows th e school being built and the housing on Ackroyd Drive in the background,
again, not long before demolition. The heights of the tower block, EImslie Point, can be seen on the

left.
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In the Letters page of the Evening Standard of 29" August 1972 the following letter appeared,
written by the then Headteacher of St. Paul with St. Luk e School. In it he vigorously defends open

plan teaching against the critics.

Open plan and closed minds

AS headmaster, of
Londons most modern open-
plan schools—St Paul's (Bow
Common) Primary, EJ3 —. a
school visited by top education-
alists o fx%m all ovet;y cIe woé-ld as
well as - this country—I get very
tired of the modern trend to
blame all our 1im'emle crime,
lack of educational progress,
iiliteracy - and whatever failing
you like to name on open-plan
schools and modern methods.

In your paper of August 22 in
the article Bpen Plan Schools
Slammed by Mary Macpherson,
I note yet again another charge
is laid at the door of open-plan
schools, this time by Mr Douglas
Walker, a remedial teacher.

No matter what Mr Walker
and others .- think, open-plan
methods of teaching are here 1o
stay, and notice I say teaching.
for teaching. even in the old
fashioned senze of the word.
plays as important a part in
modern methods as ever it did.
There is nothing in modern
techniques.
superfiuous.

1 fee: M- Walker has very
little real experience of teachin

| in a modern open-plan school .

| —it is ,not just groups of

as Mr Walker suggests. I have

taught this way in a very old
got excellent results. -

SILENT ROWS

Of course children will copy

all at school,' no matter what
the type of educational method.
All the faults about which Mr

Walker comments are, to- be
found in & formal school ‘as
well as in open-plan. A a

one of

T a

" ex:

which = makes it

children scattered round ta‘b}es.
and the blackboard at one end .

formal school and, incidentally,

from each ,other but so did we

A good open-plan school with
good teachers, good class
management and well recog-
nised classes taught by the best
of modern methods achieves
just as high results academic-
aliy, and may be hizher as far
as the children's development
of perzonality is concerned than
any formal type of school.

Just because children are not
s~ting in silent rows In front of
a teacher with chalk and book:
dozs not mean that the children
are not iearning anything and
no. being taught. How many
hudren, even under the best
formud teaching, aiten went (o
sleep at the back of the class or
comic paper? = . -.

We shall always have children
who are slow-developers, ' slow
readers, children needing spec-
ialist schools and ‘specialist
teachers no matter what type or
method of education’is used.
As a teacher with many years
e in abl types of school
and .method, I 'am convinced,
when I See’ thé happy, relaxed
atm re . 4n. iy _presént
school, -both in my staff and in
the children, that -the good
open-plan school is one of the
greatest advances in education
and. providing the points I men-
tioned earlier abou! good and
well nised class i

.and teaching are followed; child:

ren have 2l W gain and nothing
to lose at such a school. -

Let us_ all stop..laymg‘ g e
blame for -any educationa' aefi-

ciency ab the door of so cailed

modern methods. There is really

‘nothing new about-them. Years

ago ren were faught in

: cla@Sois_oT varying ages—the older

helping the younger—now called
vertical grouping, or one .cacher
taking all the games while
another took all the. mathe-
malics-—a form ‘of the modern
team -teaching. There is really
nothing new under the sun.

To 1try to stop —modera
approaches in education is just
a5 stupid and impossible as to
iry to stop progress-in any other
field of development. We must

ask ourselves always—is this the

best for the child? k

We should not adopt any
method just because it is new or
gimmicky, but because we really

eel it is the best apprcach to
achieve the best resuit for the
children we teach,

Vot ritics should be doing is
‘o find means of how belier to
r.elp the retarded child, the slow
deveioper, the illiterate "child

" and not using the easy-way out

of laying the blame on formal

«chools or so-called modermn
schools.—T. E. Watis, MCIP,
Headmaster, St. Paul’'s  (Bow

Common) School, Leopold Street,
London, E.3. :

On 1st September, a further
letter appeared on this topic
in the Evening Standard, in
defence of the Headteacher.

Open plan

BAVING had the privilege of

soe-plan school last
iwh a party of
2 e imary school
- 3 hould like to
Mr.T. E. Watts,
Paul's (Bow
arote in his

— )
P ,mF S
- -~

It rticslarly pleas-
ing was e priaxed case of the
p pappily replied 1o
kel Dy ine visitors,
It shewid bDe added that the
visitine teachers expressed ad-
miration sppeossl and apprecia-
1300 of 28 aspectis of his splen-.
did whool —G. Mecris, Senior
Leetures, ~ender Common Room,
Trent Park Celleze of Educa-
tien, Ceckfeosters, Barnet, Herts.

quesiees

View of the school from the
lower level of the church
roof.
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