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Editorial 
 
Welcome to issue 17.2 of The Redriffe Chronicle.  With summer over we are now in the midst of autumn.  Growing 
up in the 1950s I became aware of the different seasons when I started going to school.  One teacher asked us to each 
bring in a few fallen leaves at this time of year.  I was puzzled at first but after we had we put our leaves on a table all 
the glorious colours became evident.  Teacher then explained the seasons and how nature behaves throughout the year 
to us.  A relatively small event but one that made us think of the world around us. 
 
As autumn passes and the clocks go back we can look forward to the shorter and colder days of winter.  As a 
youngster it was, surprisingly, this time of year that I especially looked forward to.  Like most children of working-
class families, the only times we were given a toy was at Christmas and on our birthday.  My birthday was in 
December so I doubly looked forward to it!  On top of that there was Guy Fawkes night in November which meant 
my sister and I creating a guy from dad's old clothes, stuffing him (the guy not my dad) with newspapers (the Daily 
Mirror in our case) then wheeling him off in an old pushchair to stand outside Leyton underground station with the 
inevitable "Penny-for-the-Guy" chant.  We soon learned that the most profitable time was about 5.30pm when the 
rush-hour trains on the Central Line brought the commuters home from work.  Of course, none of the money went on 
fireworks even though, in those days, we were able to purchase them.  The money we "earned" went mainly on 
sweets! 
 
Claire Sexton is off to India for three months at the end of October.  Claire has been planning this escapade for 
months.  You will be able to follow her preparations for the trip and Claire's inevitable progress on her "Indian 
Adventure" by following her blog at http://bermondseygirlgoesbasmati.com.  Good luck Claire! 
 
In the Reminiscences Section there is an article from John D Beasley on his fifty years in Bermondsey. Memories 
soon become history so please let us have what you remember of living, working, shopping, being at school or 
anything else in our area.  Do you have any old photos?  We have already received some interesting snippets and 
pictures. 
 
In this issue there is the final part (Part 4) of the transcript of the talk given by Dr Aubrey Westlake in 1969 on Good 
Health in an Adverse Environment.  It describes Dr Westlake's opposition to the proposed redevelopment of the area.  
Many of the old houses, most of which were labelled as slums, were to be swept away and be replaced mainly with 
blocks of flats.  Read about the battle he had with the authorities, especially the Labour party, who were hell-bent on 
driving forward the flats building programme. 
 
There are three write-ups of group events.  The first is Lionel Wright's excellent account of Jennie Howell's talk last 
January on The Road to the Abbey: The Story of Bermondsey Street.  The second is of the talk that Pat Kingwell gave 
in May on The Southwark Park Act and taken from the notes that Pat has kindly supplied.  Also in this issue is a short 
piece by Lionel, as well as a photomontage of the Society's walk in August: Around Bermondsey, the Bermondsey 
Trade & Bermondsey Abbey which was led by Stephen Humphrey and Jennie Howells.  It ties in nicely with Jennie's 
January talk. 
 
Still with Bermondsey, Tony Lucas has sent in a fascinating account of pilgrimages to Bermondsey Abbey and what 
was its most important possession, the Holy Rood. 
 
There is a book review on Page 20.  The book is Jack the Ripper at Last? by Helena Wojtczak.  It covers the life story 
of a Polish migrant who poisoned three young women and was suspected of the notorious Whitechapel murders.  A 
very interesting read with connections to Southwark.  Helena will be the speaker at our meeting in March 2015. 
 
The Redriffe Chronicle team welcomes any material on the Rotherhithe and Bermondsey areas and their inhabitants 
for publication from anyone.  Don't be shy - get writing! 
 
Have a pleasant and peaceful Christmas and see you all in the New Year. 
 
Please send all reports on Group Events, Main Articles and Reminiscences to:  Derek Kearey - 8 Birch Avenue, 
West Parley, Ferndown, Dorset BH22 8PG    email: d.kearey@btinternet.com 
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A Message from the Chair 
 
Dearest Members, 
 
Welcome to the October edition of the Chronicle.  Firstly thank you to Derek our editor and those who have 
contributed articles, photos, etc. 
It has been an excellent five months since the April Chronicle with talks including the Act of Southwark by Patrick 
Kingwell and walks including Bermondsey Street by Jennie Howells and Stephen Humphrey.  We have also had our 
Annual General Meeting; thank you to those members present who voted for the reelection of committee members, 
including myself as Chair.  I hope I can continue to fulfil my role as Chair even if that may be from India for a 
quarter of it! 
You will notice in the Chronicle the programme for 2015 which includes a Deptford Walk, and a talk on the 
Southwark Poisoner.  Please put the dates in your diary, put the list on your fridge, and tell your friends, family and 
neighbours.  
Enjoy reading the Chronicle and I shall see many of you after I have spent three months in the birthplace of yoga.  
Much Love,                                                                                                         Claire - bermondsey85@gmail.com  
 

Rotherhithe & Bermondsey Local History Society Committee Members 
 
Stephen Humphreys - President  
Michael Daniels - Vice President  
Claire Sexton - Chair 
Richard Turvey - Treasurer & Membership Secretary  
Penelope Tay - Honorary Secretary  
Malcolm Meachen - Committee Member 
 

* * * * * * 
 
GOSSIP AND TITBITS 
 
Southwark Remembers a Bermondsey Hero 
Published Wednesday, 27 August 2014 on Southwark Council's website: www.southwark.gov.uk 
 
The Mayor of Southwark has unveiled a commemorative paving stone at Abbey Street, Bermondsey, to 
commemorate the heroism of Frederick William Holmes VC [born at 23 Abbey Street, Bermondsey on 7 September 
1891]. 
 
The Mayor, Councillor Sunil Chopra, then led a public 
ceremony to honour Frederick and his family, who was 
awarded the Victoria Cross for acts of valour at the Battle of 
Le Cateau in France one hundred years ago to the day of the 
unveiling - 26 August 1914. 
 
The event was also attended by The Queen's Deputy (The 
Representative Deputy Lieutenant) plus senior officers of the 
armed forces, including Col Hugh Bodington, Chief of Staff 
London District, other dignitaries, and members of Frederick 
Holmes' family.   The Mayor said: "Marking the centenary of 
the First World War is an important milestone for the whole 
nation and Southwark will be showing its support in many 
ways, including by remembering local war heroes in any way we can.  "Captain Holmes' story of courage and 
bravery should never be forgotten and I hope this paving stone and honoring him today, will act as a moment of 
reflection of his sacrifices for all who pass it." 
 
Captain Holmes also features on the front cover of a special book of stamps produced by the Royal Mail for the 
centenary. 
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More News on the Tea Clipper "Ambassador" 
 
You may remember a short article submitted by Martin White in the Autumn 2011 (Vol 14.2) edition of the Redriffe 
Chronicle about the tea clipper Ambassador which was built in Lavender Dry Dock, Rotherhithe, by the company 
W. Walker for the W. Lund & Co shipping line.  Launched in 1869, it initially plied the tea routes to China and then 
to all parts of the globe.  After changing owners several times it suffered damage in a storm around 1895.  It finally 
ended up being sold and left on a Chilean beach where it now stands, a rusting hulk. 
 
In the Autumn 2013 (Vol 16.2) Redriffe Chronicle, 
Martin told us of a project led by Christophe Pollet 
of the Institute of Nautical and Subaquatic 
Archaeology (IANS) and a colleague, Pedro 
Pujante, to make a planimetric survey of the 
Ambassador and assess its physical condition with 
a view to conservation. 
 
Martin now informs us that the survey has been 
completed and a booklet has been published 
entitled Maritime Heritage of Magellan Region 
(Chile): laser record of the clipper Ambassador, 
Historical Monument.  The National Maritime 
Museum in this country holds a collection of 
photographs of the wreck taken in 1970 and copies 
of these were sent to the project enabling them to see what the ship looked like more than 40 years ago.   The project 
leaders emailed Martin expressing their gratitude for his and our Society's help:   
 
Dear Sir, Dear Madam, 
We are pleased to send you, attached, a copy of "Maritime Heritage of Magellan Region (Chile): laser record of the 
clipper Ambassador, Historical Monument".  This booklet has been developed by our Institute as a presentation of 
the FONDART 10577 project over the last year.  We are currently preparing a paper which sets out the results of 
the project and we will inform of you of its publication in due course. 
Finally, let us take this opportunity to thank you for your generous and invaluable contribution to the development 
of our work and express our interest in being able to continue maintaining and enhancing partnerships in this and 
future projects.  
In hopes that this modest contribution will help spread the wealth of our maritime heritage, 
Yours sincerely 
Pedro Pujante, Christophe Pollet 
 
Unfortunately the booklet is in Spanish although a translation will be published in due course.  In the meantime 
Martin said he would have a go at translating it given time and then write a summary.  Good luck with that, Martin!  
If you wish to see a copy of the (Spanish) booklet please contact Martin at: martinwhit@hotmail.com.  The project 
leaders are currently preparing a paper that will set out the results of the survey which we are looking forward to 
seeing. 
 
Docklands History Group 
 
The Docklands History Group (DHG) usually meets on the first Wednesday of each month, excluding January.  
They have a varied events calendar, including talks that are held at the Museum of London Docklands, West India 
Quay (off Hertsmere Road) E14 4AL.  It is a converted West India Docks warehouse just north of Canary Wharf.  
Talks start at 6.00pm and finish around 8.00pm.  Visitors are very welcome with a £2 suggested donation.   
 
Wednesday 6th November  - Evening Talk 
Forgotten and Ignored - Revealing the Story of the East Country Dock, Rotherhithe by Chris Ellmers   
 
Wednesday 3rd December  - Evening Christmas Social 
 
For further information email: info@docklandshistorygroup.org.uk or visit their website: 
http://www.docklandshistorygroup.org.uk 
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Swap-A-Book 
 
At the Society's December meeting last year, we launched our first Swap-A-Book session.  It has proved very 
successful and is continuing.  The idea is simple - if you have books you no longer want please bring them along to 
a meeting and swap them with another.  There are just three rules: 
 
1. You can bring up to two books 
2. If you do not bring a book you can still take a book  
3. If the book(s) you brought are not claimed you MUST take them home again.  
 
Guided Walks of Deptford Creek 
 
The last date for these fascinating low-tide walks this year is: Saturday 1 November 11.00-13.00.   
Discoverers are supplied with thigh-length waders and sticks to help keep balance and are guided by people 
passionate about the Creek, its history and wildlife.  Participants need to be over 8 years old.   
Walks last about two-and-a-half hours from booting-up to returning to the streets of London.  Booking is essential to 
guarantee a place, so contact the Creekside Discovery Centre, 14 Creekside, Deptford SE8 4SA; Tel 0208 692 9922; 
email info@creeksidecentre.org.uk to book a place.   
They guarantee some good, clean muddy fun! 
Cost:  Adults £10.00; Children (8 to 16) and Concessions £8.50; Family of 2 Adults & 2 Children £30.00 
 
LAMAS 
 
London and Middlesex Archaeological Society Lecture Series 
Unless otherwise stated, meetings take place in the Clore Learning Centre at the Museum of London on Tuesday 
evenings at 6.30pm – with refreshments from 6pm. 
Meetings are open to all; members may bring guests, and non-members are welcome. Please note non-members are 
asked to make a donation of £2 towards lecture expenses. 
14 October 2014 - The Battle of Barnet: The Ongoing Search for Greater London’s Only Medieval Battlefield - 
Bruce Watson, Archaeological Editor of LAMAS Transactions 
11 November 2014 - Roman coins from Londinium - Julian Bowsher, Senior Archaeologist (Numismatics), 
MOLA 
9 December 2014 - The Gentle Author’s Magic Lantern Show of LAMAS Slides - The Gentle Author of the 
Spitalfields Life Blog 
13 January 2015 - Medieval Stonemasonry - James Wright, Senior Archaeologist (Buildings), MOLA 
10 February 2015 - AGM & Presidential Address: Gog and Magog: A Tale of Three Giants - John Clark, 
LAMAS President 
10 March 2015 - Title to be confirmed Caroline Barron, Professor Emerita, Royal Holloway University of London 
14 April 2015 - Palace Foreshores: Investigations on the River Thames at Fulham, Westminster, Greenwich and 
the Tower of London - Nathalie Cohen, Community Archaeologist, (TDP), MOLA 
12 May 2015 - The Official London Blue Plaques Scheme, 1866 to the Present Day - Howard Spencer, Blue 
Plaque Historian, English Heritage 
 
Thames Discovery Programme (TDP) 
 
If you would like to get involved in the Thames Discovery Programme they are at: Museum of London 
Archaeology, Mortimer Wheeler House, 46 Eagle Wharf Road N1 7ED.  Tel: 0207 410 2207.  Alternatively you can 
email either Nathalie Cohen at n.cohen@thamesdiscovery.org or Elliott Wragg at 
e.wragg@thamesdiscovery.org.  Visit the TDP website: http://www.thamesdiscovery.org for further information. 
 
Surveys of the foreshores at Rotherhithe and Bermondsey have been undertaken by TDP, the results of which 
have been published on their website.  The following is a description for Rotherhithe, published in 2010, and 
reproduced by kind permission from Elliott Wragg: 
 
Rotherhithe FSW03 
 
The zone is approximately 470m long and 40m wide; the zone extends from Hope Wharf upstream to Clarence 
Wharf and Pier downstream.  The only access to the site is via a flight of modern brick built stairs towards the 
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downstream end of the zone (Hanover Stairs); the stairs can be slippery, especially at the base.  The ground 
conditions on the site are generally very firm and there is a considerable build up of deposits in the central part of 
the zone.  Considerable erosion is notable at either end of the zone, particularly near the Mayflower PH and 
downstream of the remaining moored houseboat. 
 
Archaeological and Historical Background 
 
Prehistoric and Roman 
To the west of the foreshore zone, excavations at Platform Wharf revealed evidence for Bronze Age and earlier 
activity, including a Neolithic polished stone axe.  Further evidence for prehistoric activity has also been recorded to 
the south of the site, including trackways and plough marks.  With the exception of an antiquarian record of Roman 
bricks recorded during work underpinning the tower of St Mary’s, there is no archaeological evidence for Roman 
activity in the immediate vicinity of the site and it seems likely that occupation was focused further west and to the 
south, on areas of higher ground. 
 
Early and Later Medieval 
The origins of historic settlement in Rotherhithe are far 
from certain.  The name Rotherhithe is considered to be 
of Saxon origin, derived from Rederheia, meaning a 
‘place where cattle are either embarked or landed’.  
Rotherhithe is not mentioned in the Domesday Book of 
1086 and it is not until 1127 that the first reliable 
reference to Rotherhithe (Retherhith) occurs in the 
Annals of Bermondsey, when Henry I granted the manor 
of Rotherhithe to the monks of Bermondsey Abbey.  The 
origins of the church of St Mary are believed to lie in the 
Saxon period although the existing building dates to 1715 
(replacing a 12th -13th century structure).  Again, the 
excavations at Platform Wharf provide evidence for 
occupation just to the west in the early and later medieval 
periods; during the 14th century a moated manor house 
was built here for Edward III. 
 
Post Medieval 
During this period, Rotherhithe’s waterfront became a bustling hive of maritime activity with many shipbuilders, 
ship-breakers, commercial wharves, chandleries and mast-makers.  In 1620 the Pilgrim Fathers sailed from 
Rotherhithe for America in the Mayflower.  To the east of the site, on the Rotherhithe Peninsula, Howland’s Great 
Wet Dock was constructed at the turn of the 18th century as the largest commercial dock then in existence, being 
capable of accommodating 120 ships.  By the middle of the 18th century it was primarily associated with the 
whaling fleets and renamed Greenland Dock.  By 1860, 
Greenland Dock had been joined by Canada, Albion, Baltic, 
South and Norway Docks as well as the Surrey Basin.  At this 
time Rotherhithe was at the forefront of marine technology; in 
1792 an experimental steamship, the Kent Ambinavigator, was 
built at Nelson Dock and, in 1821, the Aaron Manby was 
assembled at Rotherhithe to become the first iron vessel to go to 
sea.  Among the famous ships broken up here were the Trafalgar 
veterans Bellerophon and Temeraire.  Towards the end of the 
19th century, however, ships had grown too large for the 
Rotherhithe yards which now focused on repairing smaller 
vessels.  As late as the 1830s, the area behind the waterfront was 
still largely open and used for market gardening although the 
completion of Brunel’s tunnel in 1843 and its subsequent use for 
the East London Line in 1869 led to rapid development in the 
later 19th century.  During WWII the docks suffered more 
damage from bombing than any in the country.  They 
nevertheless played a part in the Normandy landings, South 
Dock being pumped dry and used to build the concrete caissons 
for the Mulberry Harbours.  Surrey Docks closed in 1969. 
 

Clay Pipe with Maker's Mark (TDP) 

Windlass reused as mooring feature (TDP) 
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Two photographs recently submitted by members 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
RECENT SOCIETY EVENTS 
 
Road to the Abbey: The Story of Bermondsey Street - talk by Jennie Howells, January 2014 
 
In January, a well-attended meeting heard a talk by Jennie Howells called ‘The Road to the Abbey’ - The Story of 
Bermondsey Street. 
 
At the start, Jennie said she would touch on the development of the Abbey as one of the influences on the street, 
rather than recounting its history.  She explained how the street, which began as a causeway to the Abbey at its 
southern end, has maintained its shape down the centuries but over time has had different names.  
 
Early days - topography 
An artist’s reconstruction of the prehistoric landscape before the existence of London showed a solid-looking north 
bank of the Thames, contrasting with a more piecemeal south side.  Instead of being the ‘South Bank’, the landscape 
featured a series of islands or ‘eyots’ of drier, high ground, separated by water channels and marshland. 
 
The name ‘Bermondsey’ itself derives from the words ‘Beormund’s Eye’ or eyot.  During the Roman period, a 
bridge spanned the islands and marshland.  The area is rich in archaeological remains. 
 
The Priory of St. Saviour, later Bermondsey Abbey (c 1082-1538) 
Evidence has been found of a possible Saxon minster, or church, which may have been located near the site of the 
later Priory.  The fate of this is not known although destruction by raiders from across the North Sea is a possibility.  
Saxon coins have been found nearby as well as a hook which may have been used to fasten a garment. 
 

A converted warehouse on the remaining 
narrow cobbled part of Rotherhithe Street, the 
longest street in London running between the 

River Thames and Surrey Docks 

St Mary's is the final resting place of 
Christopher Jones, captain of the 

Mayflower, which sailed from nearby 
Rotherhithe Street to take the Pilgrim 

Fathers to the New World 

"St Mary's Church, 
Rotherhithe, London" from 

Rose Ades 
"Warehouse, Rotherhithe Street, 

London" from Peter Gazey 
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Between 1082-89 four monks from France founded a Cluniac priory on the site of what is now Bermondsey Square.  
The Priory of St. Saviour (later Bermondsey Abbey) was one of several similar monasteries in England and became 
a strategic site. 
 
Archaeology of the Abbey site 
There have been several excavations of the Abbey site over the 
years and the one in 2006–2008 was particularly extensive.  It 
covered a wide area and revealed notable features such as drains, 
the remains of a wall and the footings of the tower of the 
impressive abbey church. 
 
Bermondsey Abbey attracted large numbers of visitors including 
many pilgrims.  The existing remains of the Castle Acre site in 
Norfolk may be a reasonable guide to its appearance.  A 
miraculous cross was found on the river shore in 1117 and this 
became an object of pilgrimage.  
 
One of the archaeological finds was a pilgrim’s badge.  This 
served the purpose of verifying that the holder had visited the 
Abbey. 
 
As the priory developed, it attracted gifts of land and money.  In 
time, it became wealthy and owned a substantial stock of plate.  
One example, a decorated silver dish, can be seen at the Victoria 
& Albert Museum.  The status of abbey was conferred on the 
Priory in 1399 but by the time of the Dissolution of the 
Monasteries in the 1530s there were few monks remaining. 
 
The ruinous abbey passed into the hands of a series of wealthy 
citizens notably Sir Thomas Pope, founder of Trinity College, 
Oxford, who built a grand house on the site.  The former abbey grounds featured orchards, ponds and gardens.  A 
painting from around 1569 by Joris Hoefnagel showing a celebration in Bermondsey gives an idea of the scene at 
this time.  (See front cover) 
 
The Parish 
A living link to the past on today’s Bermondsey Street is the church of St. Mary Magdalen.  It was established for 
local people and lay workers at the Priory at the end of the 13th Century and contains much evidence of the history 
of the local area.  Rebuilt from its earlier square tower configuration in the 1680s by Charles Stanton, it was again 
re-modelled in its current style by George Porter in 1829-30.  
 
After the Dissolution, the church and its vestry, or parish organisation, performed several functions. Many of these 
later became the responsibility of local authorities. 
 
An 18th century map shows Snows Fields and other roads near Bermondsey Street while an illustration from the 
next century reveals many shops, inns and small plots. 
 
Wool staplers 
The ‘Woolpack’ public house is probably the only connection to the vanished wool trade.  For centuries, the street 
has had an inn called ‘Woolpack’ or ‘Woolsack’, which reflects the importance of the trade of wool stapling to 
Bermondsey Street and the surrounding area. 
 
Originally, merchants collected wool directly from farms and monasteries but this changed over time as the industry 
became more sophisticated.  A document from the 15th century mentions the presence of wool-staplers on Barneslay 
(Bermondsey) Street.  Assorted processes such as grading, sorting and washing of wool took place.  Wool 
warehouses had many louvred windows to facilitate light and ventilation. 
 
One prominent family of wool-staplers was the Rileys.  They also had business interests in the north of England and 
were active in St. Mary Magdalen Church and the local community.  The Rileys had a house near the church with a 
folly in the grounds, possibly constructed from stones surviving from Bermondsey Abbey.  Historical accounts from 
this time refer to pieces of abbey masonry being strewn around the area.  It is thought that several of the older 

St Mary Magdelene Church (Rich Wale) 
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buildings in the street today contain abbey stones.  The memorials to Jeremiah Riley and his wife can be found in 
the church. 
 
The firm of Christy & Co, hat makers, was founded in the 1770s.  The company had a large factory with buildings 
on both sides of Bermondsey Street and employed many workers.  In past centuries, most of the population wore 
hats, which helped sustain the demand for wool.  We saw a slide from the recent past of a local factory sign 
proclaiming the company’s ‘Hat, Cap & Helmet’ lines. 
 
The Leather Industry – many trades and processes 
Bermondsey and Bermondsey Street became famous for 
their connection with the leather trade.  There were 
tanneries, factories and warehouses throughout the area.  
Street names such as Morocco Street, Tanner Street and 
Leathermarket Street, along with smaller alleys, recall the 
thriving leather industry.  Previously leather had a wide 
variety of uses including luggage, industrial belting, 
saddles, harnesses and clothing and, in earlier times, 
buckets, tankards and other containers.  
 
Henry Mayhew, the social researcher, journalist and 
reformer, visited Bermondsey Street in the 1850s.  He 
interviewed workers and described their occupations and 
his report demonstrates the industrial nature of the street at 
this time. 
 
Leatherwork was hard manual labour which involved 
scraping animal hides and dipping them in tan pits.  Some of 
these were lined with animal bones and horn.  Tan pits were dangerous places into which workers could fall and 
meet death or injury.  
 
This was a period when noxious economic activities tended to be situated south of the river.  Another factor in the 
unpleasant nature of leatherworking was its use of urine and faeces from dogs or pigeon dung.  All this contributed 
to the legendary smell which surrounded Bermondsey Street for many years. 
 
In reality, the ‘leather industry’ was a series of trades and 
skills involving a large number of processes.  Some of 
these are depicted on the surviving façade of the Wool, 
Hide and Leather Exchange, a short walk from 
Bermondsey Street, at the corner of Leathermarket and 
Weston Streets.  This fine building was opened in 1878-
9, coming onto the scene just as parts of the trade were on 
the cusp of moving out.  As well as trading, it also 
housed social events.  
 
The industry began on and around the street as an artisan 
‘backyard’ industry but it grew larger and more organised 
with mergers taking place between businesses.  Leading 
firms were Bevingtons, Barrow, Hepburn and Gale, 
Wichelow and James Garnar.  In 1833, a subscription 
was raised to establish the Leather Market.  Bays for 
buying and selling were hired here on a casual basis.  The 
market site is now a residential development.  A map 
dating from the 1860s shows the numerous tanneries 
which existed all over the area. 
  
Various reasons led to the decline of the leather trade.  These included the advent of health and safety regulations, 
foreign imports, increasing transport problems and the creation of synthetic materials.  The number of leather 
businesses gradually reduced but the trade still had a presence in Bermondsey Street in the 1980s when the last 
workplace closed.  This development was echoed by the closures and departures taking place in other sectors. 
 

Doorway of the London Leather, Hide and Wool 
Exchange on Weston Street (Claire Sexton) 

General view of old houses at 74-78 Bermondsey 
Street with the archway to Carmarthen Place.  In the 

past, side-streets of this kind often accommodated 
industrial activities such as the leather trade. (Rich 

Wale) 
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The London & Greenwich Railway 
While the leather trade was still at its peak on Bermondsey Street another key influence made its mark – the London 
& Greenwich Railway.  The L&GR opened in 1836-8 and was largely the work of Lieutenant Colonel G.T. 
Landmann. 
 
The distinctive arches adopted for the design were related to the rural setting of much of the route.  It was envisaged 
housing units would be built in the arch spaces instead of the commercial uses we associate with railway arches 
today.  
 
At first, pedestrians could walk alongside the track to view the new railway in operation at close quarters.  Staircases 
were erected connecting the ground with the railway level atop the viaduct.  However, this arrangement proved to be 
dangerous and was abandoned.  
 
The coming of the railways changed the whole north end of Bermondsey Street.  A large amount of property was 
cleared including some of the bigger houses. 
 
Social conditions, poverty and the workhouse 
During the 19th century and some time after, conditions were dire with, for example, a combination of covered and 
open sewers.  People flooded into London for work and the population of Bermondsey Street and its environs grew 
considerably.  Many lived in overcrowded accommodation. 
 
Legislation in 1834 resulted in the establishment of workhouses.  Bermondsey Workhouse was in Russell Street 
(now Tanner Street).  The initial phase was harsh and austere but in later years some workhouses became a little 
more comfortable.  We saw photos of women residents in Bermondsey Workhouse and the demolition of the 
building in 1925. 
 
Tanner Street Park 
Dr. Alfred Salter was instrumental in the closure of the 
workhouse.  He used a parliamentary Bill to transfer part of the 
income generated from the demolition and redevelopment of St. 
Olave’s Church on Tooley Street to fund a new recreation 
ground on the site of the Tanner Street workhouse. 
 
The official opening ceremony of Tanner Street Park reflected a 
more formal era with local children lined up patiently during 
lengthy speeches before running to put ‘The Wembley of 
Bermondsey’ to use for the first time for sports. 
 
Part of old St. Olave’s - the top of the church tower - was placed 
in the park to mark the source of funding.  Unfortunately, the 
commemorative plaque has now disappeared and the church 
remnant is in a poor condition. 
 
As recreation facilities improved, conditions continued to be 
bad.  Eventually, work by Alfred and Ada Salter and others 
helped to improve housing in Bermondsey.  
 
Missions and Settlements 
A further element in the story is the establishment of Missions 
and also the Settlement movement in which people, often from a 
university background, lived among local people and strove to 
make improvements.  These included the South London Mission 
established in 1900 at Bermondsey Central Hall at the southern 
end of Bermondsey Street and the original Time and Talents 
Settlement building a short distance away. 
 
Each had its own approach with Time and Talents focusing on working class women.  At a time when conditions 
were often very bad, both at work and at home, settlements offered a place to go, opportunities for reading, study 
and friendship.  Gradually the role of missions evolved as social reforms were introduced at national level.  The 

The original Time & Talents building on 
Bermondsey Street.  Rotherhithe & 

Bermondsey Local Histroy Society meets at 
the current Time & Talents building at The 

Old Mortuary in Rotherhithe.  
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state, local authorities and other agencies took on aspects of what settlements had done in the earlier period.  After 
this, the style of their work changed but their underlying ethos continued. 
 
Recent Developments 
When hat and leather warehouses became empty, the vacuum was initially filled by the antiques trade.  The weekly 
antiques market - which had been moved from the Caledonian Road - began in the 1950s.  In earlier years, it had the 
reputation of a ‘marché ouvert’ where goods could be sold between sunrise and sunset without questions being 
asked about their origins.  (This practice, which dates back to the mediaeval period, was abolished in 1995). 
 
The current market continues on Friday mornings.  Many of the showrooms and storage warehouses for antiques 
have now become residential properties. 
 
In what was once the outer court of the Abbey, the developers of Bermondsey Square have accommodated both the 
weekly antiques market and a Saturday ‘Farmers’ Market’.  Part of the abbey remains can be viewed through a glass 
panel in the floor of the ‘Del Aziz’ restaurant in the north-east corner.  Southwark Council’s interpretative display 
on the history of the abbey is at the Abbey Street entrance to the square. 
 
White Cube Art Gallery, the studio of fashion designer Zandra Rhodes and the Fashion and Textile Museum that she 
established represent new activities on the street along with work units and popular restaurants and cafes. 
 
The Bermondsey Street of the 21st century is a world away from its earlier incarnations.  The street is busy again – 
and the smells are very different! 
 
Conclusion 
The speaker concluded her rich and colourful talk with a look at the Bermondsey Street Festival.  Known for its 
local atmosphere, this takes place in September each year.  The street is alive with people, stalls and music.  There is 
a dog show and a fashion show, as well as many other events. 
 
Jennie’s talk covered the long historical process which has unfolded on Bermondsey Street over a millennium.  The 
street, which started as a causeway through the marshland, is now a conservation area having accommodated 
pilgrims, parchment, leather, wool, the coming of the railway and many other things. 
 
Visible today along the length of the street is the latest chapter of the story – the Shard.  Who knows what sights, 
sounds and smells Bermondsey Street will offer visitors in future?  

Lionel Wright 
 
Lionel Wright (who moved to London in 1997 to work on Bermondsey Street): "I would like to thank Jennie 
Howells for her assistance with this report" – LW. 

 
 
Around Bermondsey, the Bermondsey Trade & Bermondsey Abbey - Walk with Jennie 
Howells and Stephen Humphrey, August 2014 
 
In August, the Society revisited the ground of our January talk on Bermondsey Street, when approximately 25 
members attended a special walk led by January’s speaker Jennie Howells, and Stephen Humphrey. 
Stephen Humphrey: “The walk went from the junction of Bermondsey Street and Crucifix Lane to St. Mary 
Magdalen Churchyard and covered many subjects on the way.  Prominent among them was the leather industry, 
expressed chiefly through surviving warehouses.  Some of these still have names, longstanding or revived, which 
remind us of the leather trade, such as The Morocco Store.  As well as the main facades of Bermondsey Street, we 
examined further streets including Weston Street, where we looked at the Leather Market and Leather Exchange.  
The Exchange has roundels above the door displaying scenes of various leather processes.  The other big subject of 
the walk came at the south end of the street, where we considered the parts played by Bermondsey Abbey and St. 
Mary Magdalen Church in the history of the street.” 
Jennie Howells: “It’s one thing to hear a talk but, when you actually go there, things are brought to life and you 
become part of it.” 

Stephen Humphrey and Jennie Howells spoke to Lionel Wright    
 
The following two pages contain photographs taken by Claire Sexton and Rich Wale of the 
August walk around Bermondsey.  
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Jenny Howells speaking to the group 
(Claire Sexton) 

Stephen Humphrey speaking to the group 
outside on Leathermarket Street 

(Claire Sexton) 

Stephen Humphrey addressing the group at 
north end of Bermonsey Street, with railway 

arches in the background 
(Rich Wale) 

The group outside Globe House, at north end 
of Bermondsey Street 

(Rich Wale) 
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Stephen Humphrey addressing the large group of 
interested walkers (Claire Sexton) 

Jennie Howells speaking to Stephen Humphrey across 
the road from the offices of 'The Stage' at 

47 Bermondsey Street (Rich Wale) 

Newhams Row off Bermondsey Street 
(Rich Wale) 

Vintage Yard off Bermondsey Street 
(Rich Wale) 

Bermondsey Street looking south 
(Rich Wale) 
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The Southwark Park Act 1864 - talk by Pat Kingwell, May 2014 
 
This year marks a special moment in the history of our park.  On 28th April 1864, Parliament passed the Southwark 
Park Act and 150 years on it is surely right that the anniversary should be remembered.   In doing so I refer to some 
of the local, regional and national influences which led to the development of the park.  I give an account of the 
main events in the formative period 1856-1864 and I draw attention to the key individuals who fought for the park, 
many of whom are largely forgotten today.  
 
The Background to the Southwark Park Act 1864 
A combination of factors in the mid-19th century led to the idea of what came to be Southwark Park.  At the very 
local level there were concerns about the health of the people.  Bermondsey and Rotherhithe reflected the growing 
urbanism of London, including the impact of the railways, quick population growth, poor housing and disease.  
Bermondsey suffered a major cholera outbreak in 1849, and two more in the following decade.  In 1854, the 
Bermondsey Vestry called upon Lord Palmerston, Secretary of State, and Sir Benjamin Hall, President of the 
General Board of Health, to do something about the bad water supply and the foul state of the River Thames.  In the 
1850s, manure works and poor drainage were causing complaints about the insanitary conditions on the Jamaica 
Level.   
The local authorities of the time struggled to meet the challenges until 1855, when Metropolis Management Act 
created the Metropolitan Board of Works and reformed the local vestries.  In the words of Dr. D.M. Connan, 
Bermondsey’s Medical Officer of Health: "The Metropolis Management Act of 1855 was the birth certificate of 
local government in London.  Prior to this date local government was almost ‘without form and void’ in the 
metropolis…". 
Across London, the Act recognized the elected vestries of local parishes as district authorities, including 
Bermondsey and Rotherhithe.  In addition, District Boards of Works were set up including St. Olave’s (consisting of 
Horsleydown, St. Olave’s, Southwark and St. Thomas, 
Southwark) and St. Saviour (consisting of Christchurch, 
Southwark and St. Saviour, Southwark).  On the Metropolitan 
Board itself, Bermondsey had one representative and 
Rotherhithe and St. Olave’s shared a representative.  The 
significance of all this for Southwark Park lay in the growth 
of civic pride and greater local self-determination in the 
vestries and, more importantly, the powers given to the Board 
to provide public parks and open spaces in London. 
Other national influences ran alongside these important local 
government reforms, two of which are worthy of mention.  
William Farr’s Cholera Reports of the 1850s argued for more 
fresh air in the cities and towns and provided an impetus for 
the burgeoning urban park movement.  As early as 1833, a 
Select Committee on Public Walks gave the first official 
government recognition of the need for public parks and the 
dearth of open space in South London was recorded.  In the 
1840s and 1850s, parks began to spring up across the country 
- 1840 Derby Arboretum, 1843 Birkenhead and, most notably, 
in 1845 Victoria Park in East London.  There the inhabitants 
had presented a huge petition (30,000) to the Queen asking 
for a park and the local vestry was the base for the successful 
campaign.  The Victoria Park ‘model’ was taken up by the 
Bermondsey and Rotherhithe vestries. 
 
The Southwark Park Act – Two Phases and Key Individuals 
Two distinct phases can be traced in the story of the Southwark Park Act and about thirty men may be seen as 
playing a prominent part in its achievement.  The first phase, from April 1856 to December 1857, saw both 
Bermondsey and Rotherhithe vestries convince the Board of the necessity of a park, but due to their competing plans 
they were frustrated in attaining their goal. 
Bermondsey led the way.  In April 1856, a memorial signed by over 250 of the principal inhabitants of the parish 
was presented to the vestry.  The demand for a park was quickly taken to the government.  Sir Benjamin Hall, First 
Commissioner of Works, supported the idea in principle but advised the issue be taken to the new Metropolitan 
Board of Works.  In July 1856, Bermondsey asked the Board to push for an Act of Parliament to create a park and 
also submitted a plan which was supported by the neighbouring parishes of St. George-the-Martyr and St. Saviour’s 
and St. Olaves and also Camberwell Vestry, but importantly not Rotherhithe.  The Bermondsey plan was for a park 

Southwark Park Notice 1857 
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of about 106 acres (43ha) of which 93 acres (38ha) were in Bermondsey and 13 acres (5ha) in Rotherhithe.  The 
vestry surveyor George Elkington who, in 1859, had designed the first free drinking fountain in Bermondsey at the 
corner of Bermondsey Street and Abbey Street drew it up.  He was also the architect of the Bermondsey Town Hall 
in Spa Road.  
In October 1856, Rotherhithe vestry sent their own deputation to the Board with an alternative plan for a smaller 
park of about 86 acres (35ha) of which 54 acres (22ha) were in Rotherhithe and 32 acres (13ha) in Bermondsey.  
The Rotherhithe Plan was drawn up by the vestry Surveyor George Legg and was to be sited on market garden land 
primarily owned by Lord of the Manor, Sir William Maynard Gomm.  Legg had offices in King William Street and 
an address in Swan Mead.  In 1853, he had been the architect of the abortive Wellington Docks project.  The 
Rotherhithe plan was promoted at the Board by William Miskin, Edward Lawson and Joseph Goddard.  Miskin 
was Rotherhithe and St. Olave’s district representative on the Board from 1855-57.  He was a surgeon and 
apothecary of Broad Street, Horsleydown.  Lawson was the vestry churchwarden and Goddard was a vestryman and 
coal merchant of Hope Wharf, Church Street, Rotherhithe. 
References to the proposed park in newspapers and reports of the time indicated the differing intended catchment 
area of the two plans – was it Bermondsey Park, Rotherhithe Park or a South Eastern Park?   
By December 1856, Bermondsey vestry had established a Park Committee.  William Ramsey was chairman.  A 
drug and seed agent of 1 Salisbury Lane, Bermondsey Wall and then later at East Lane, he owned properties along 
the Bermondsey riverside including a large flour mill in East Lane, a timber yard and many cottages and houses.  
William Ernes was a distinguished veterinary surgeon with practices in John Street, Dockhead and Lower Road 
Rotherhithe.  He was a native of Belgium; a fluent speaker of French, German and Italian; and President of the 
Royal College of Veterinary Science.  Lewis Wilcher was an oil 
and tallow chandler of Crucifix Lane. In 1854, he was involved in 
the campaign to improve the local water supply.  Eli Earl Collins 
was a regular attendee of meetings.  
On 23rd December 1856, the Bermondsey Park Committee met 
the Board representatives and viewed the sites proposed by both 
Bermondsey and Rotherhithe vestries.  Amongst those present was 
Dr. John Challice, a physician with practices at 2 Crucifix Lane 
and 4 Alscot Place, Grange Road.  Well known as a public 
benefactor he was one of the first medical officers of health for 
Bermondsey, in which capacity he published various reports in 
1856 and in subsequent years.  He was an active Liberal politician.  
Also present was William Darnell, a granary keeper at Brook’s 
Wharf, Tooley Street, who resided at Grange Road and Beriah 
Drew, the Bermondsey representative at the Board from 1855-
1858.  He was a solicitor and property developer in Streatham 
where he lived.  He was described as being an old-fashioned man, 
always dressed in black, with a cadaverous-looking face.  George 
Redgrave, vestryman and churchwarden at St. Mary Magdalen 
who lived in Blue Anchor Lane, was also in attendance as well as 
Richard Walker, a vestryman but more widely known as a 
pioneer manufacturer of galvanised and corrugated iron in his 
works at Fort Place, Grange Road.  
In November 1856, the Board had instructed its Works and 
Improvements Committee to assess the competing plans, and in 
January 1857 received a report confirming that the south-eastern 
district had a great need for a park.  The report preferred a site 
consisting of a portion of each of those proposed by the two 
vestries and estimated the expense of making a park was likely to 
be c£100,000.  The park was to be funded by the Board through a 
government grant and a rate on rest of the metropolis but part of 
the cost of the development was to be defrayed by appropriating 
sites of land for house building purposes.  
The Board did not make a decision until November 1857.  During the intervening months, Bermondsey Vestry 
attempted to get backing for their plan amongst other vestries in the south-eastern area but crucially could not obtain 
agreement with all.  Rotherhithe still wanted its own plan; Camberwell wanted a park in its district and Newington, 
while supporting a park in principle, did not want to pay for one!  
The supporters of the Bermondsey plan formed the South-Eastern Park Association, with Wilcher and Redgrave as 
chairman and secretary respectively.  Several well-attended public meetings were held, including in The Dun Cow 
Tavern, Old Kent Road; the Crown Tavern, Jamaica Level; in Mr. Callaghan’s School Rooms, 46 Cherry Garden 

The influential figure of John Locke 
Liberal MP for Southwark 1857-1880  

(Pat Kingwell) 
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Street and Mr. Barrett’s Academy, Marlborough House Grammar School, Spa Road.  According to contemporary 
press reports, the most prominent activists were Thomas Chaplin, a solicitor, and Henry Jarvis, an architect who 
lived in Trinity Square.  He became the District Surveyor of St. Giles, Camberwell.  He owned many properties in 
south London and on his death left money to the Royal Institute of British Architects.  Other activists included: 
Cyrus Legg (a woolstapler of Gun Alley, Bermondsey Street, who became Bermondsey’s representative on the 
Board from 1858-1881 and was a director of various banks, insurance, railway and mining companies), John 
Peacock (rector’s warden, Bermondsey Wall), Samuel Piggott (whiting manufacturer of Pleasant Row, Old Kent 
Road), Mr. Ransom, John Vickers (distiller of Stoney Street, Borough), Jabez West (working man temperance 
advocate), Thomas Young (glue manufacturer, Spa Road) and Henry Youngman (partner in firm Eldridge and 
Youngman, timber merchants of Grange Road).  
On 16th October 1857, as a result of the South-Eastern Park Association’s campaigning, a petition of over 6,000 
names was delivered to the Board, signed by all classes and calling for a park. 
 
The Board’s Choice of Site Opposed 
The Board considered amended plans and estimates for two sites.  
Site 1, mainly in Rotherhithe, was about 106 acres in size and 
estimated at c£130,000.  Site 2, mainly in Bermondsey, was about 
104 acres, at an estimated cost of c£171,000.  On 6th November 
1857, the Rotherhithe plan was adopted and, shortly after, a formal 
notice of intention to build Southwark Park and to seek an Act of 
Parliament was posted: 
"To form a public park in the South-Eastern districts of the 
Metropolis, to be called Southwark-park, and for the purpose 
thereof, to take compulsorily and use certain land, houses and 
property in the parishes of St. Mary, Rotherhithe, and St. Mary 
Magdalen, in the county of Surrey, situate as follows: 
“The lands in the parish of St. Mary Magdalen, Bermondsey, abut 
on that part of the London and Greenwich railway now leased to the 
South-Eastern Railway Company which is between the Spa Road 
Station and the manufactory near the crossing of the railway over 
Jamaica Level, and lie between the said railway, St. James’s 
Church, the back gardens of certain houses in Bermondsey Lower 
Road, otherwise Jamaica Row, Jamaica Level, and the Rope-walk, 
skin dresser’s works, and manure works abutting upon Jamaica 
Level; and the lands in the parish of St. Mary Rotherhithe, abut upon 
or lie between Deptford Lower-road, the workhouse and the gardens 
of certain houses in such road, Rotherhithe New-road, certain rope-
walks, Paradise-row, otherwise Union-road and Jamaica Level 
aforesaid, and will be more particularly defined upon the plans 
hereinafter mentioned.”  
The choice of site drew strong opposition.  On 12th November 1857, 
the South-Eastern Park Association’s public meeting at The Green 
Man severely criticised the Board.  The local press also joined in - 
the South London Journal commented: 
"The result has proved a disappointment. The park promised (or threatened) by the Metropolitan Board of Works, 
was professedly for the south-eastern portion of the metropolis. The inhabitants of that part of London expressed a 
decided opinion in favour of the Bermondsey site. Had it not been for the Park Association, that opinion might not 
have been expressed so promptly, but it would decidedly have manifested itself ultimately. Whatever may be the 
feelings of the inhabitants of Rotherhithe, it is evident that the mass of the south-eastern population prefer the 
Bermondsey site, notwithstanding the enhanced cost. Strangely enough, the Metropolitan Board have decided in 
favour of the Rotherhithe plan, thus removing the park from the denser part of the population. We congratulate our 
Rotherhithe friends on the result, but to the masses of Bermondsey, St. George’s, St. Saviours and Newington, we 
can offer no such congratulations, and can only console them by saying that an out-of-the-way park may be better 
than none at all. Perhaps the Metropolitan Board intend constructing a park in Camberwell. If so, we can better 
understand their motives. But according to our present information, we hardly know how to approve of their 
decision, seeing that it is contrary to the expressed wishes of those whom they profess to benefit." 
The park was clearly a political hot potato and, given the need to fund the more urgent London-wide main drainage 
scheme, on 18th December 1857 the Board decided not to proceed with the Southwark Park Bill.  This ended the 
first attempt to create Southwark Park, which lay in limbo, until Bermondsey and Rotherhithe once again took up 
the campaign over five years later. 

The Southwark Park Act 1864 
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In April 1863, Bermondsey Vestry sent a letter to Board about the formation of a park drawing attention to the 
increasing density of the population in the district and buildings encroaching fast upon the land previously 
earmarked by the Board.  Rotherhithe also campaigned and set up a Parks Committee.  The Rotherhithe men who 
played a leading part at this time included John Woodward Barrett (of Plough Road and later Augusta Place), 
William James Blake (landowner with addresses at Sarah Place, Swan Lane/St. Albyn House Deptford), Robert 
Brackenberry (a butcher of Rotherhithe Street), John Cox (of ‘The Albion’, Albion Street), Edmond George 
Dannell (of Bedford Place, Deptford Lower Road) and Benjamin Lucas Judkins (Rotherhithe’s representative at 
the Board 1863-1866).  Perhaps the most influential figure was John Locke, Liberal M.P. for Southwark from 
1857-1880.  He spoke in Parliament in favour of Southwark Park and later was a member of Southwark Park 
Protection Committee 1869-1872, an early forerunner of The Friends of Southwark Park. 
On 7th August 1863, the Board agreed to provide a park for the South East District and on 13th November 1863 
issued a notice of intention to apply to Parliament for powers to create Southwark Park.  This would involve the 
compulsory purchase of lands, houses and property belonging to Sir William Maynard Gomm, Samuel Brandon, 
Thomas Cook and the patent rope factories owned by Messrs. Morgan and Porter.  On 28th April 1864, the 
Southwark Park Act was finally passed, rewarding the efforts of the pioneer supporters.  It was to take five more 
years before the park was opened to the public, but that is another story.  

Notes supplied by Pat Kingwell - 4th August 2014 
 
 

REMINISCENCES  SECTION 
 
Bermondsey and Rotherhithe experienced for half a century 
 
On the day I was born, people were killed at John Bull Arch by enemy action on 26 October 1944.  By contrast, I 
was born in a bungalow overlooking Hornsea Mere, Yorkshire's largest freshwater lake.  My birthplace is fifteen 
miles from Hull and is a seaside resort. 
In 1970 I was Co-op milkman and for five weeks I was at the top of Maydew House, the 23-storey block 
overlooking Southwark Park, at 6.30 in the morning with a truck and six crates of milk. 
I love playing cricket in Southwark Park but when I was a milkman I delivered a pint of milk every day to the park 
keeper's house.  To save opening the low gate, I used to jump over it.  One day I tripped and a scar on a finger 
reminds me that the cut was so bad that I had to go to a local chemist's for it to be bandaged. 
When I was in my workshop doing woodwork in March this year, on Radio 4 I heard Professor John Miles of 
Cambridge University speaking.  When he was aged ten he was a member of Southwark Park Congregational Band 
of Hope.  After I had given a talk there I, commented to his mother: "John's a bright boy." 
My Lambretta scooter was stolen from outside that church in the 1960s while I was conducting a service there. 
At Bermondsey Central Hall I have also had some interesting experiences, including speaking to Lord Soper of the 
centenary celebrations of the South London Mission.  At this event there was the launch of The Bitter Cry Heard 
and Heeded: The Story of the South London Mission 1889-1989 which I had the privilege of writing.  The book 
includes much about Bermondsey and Rotherhithe.  In the 1960s I went in the hall that held over 2,000 people. 
During a service I conducted in the Central Hall I had an experience I have had only once as a Methodist Local 
Preacher for fifty years - a mouse ran across the floor.  That was not difficult to cope with, unlike being locked in the 
Central Hall after conducting the evening service. 
On the 50th anniversary of the death of Dr Alfred Salter I attended an event in St James's Church to celebrate his 
life.  I was so angry when his sculpture was stolen.  As I had never met him I spoke to him and patted him as he sat 
on the bench a few metres from the Thames. 
When the Dunblane massacre happened I was sitting in a friend's home in Bermondsey. 
As a keen Co-op member I used to do our family's shopping in the Blue on my way home from work when I was a 
Social Worker in Tower Hamlets. 
It was a privilege to speak at the launch of a Bermondsey map published by the South Bermondsey Partnership.  
Among the seventeen entries I wrote in A Dictionary of Methodism in Britain and Ireland were Bermondsey 
Settlement, Dr John Scott Lidgett and Henry Meakin, who was the inspiration behind the building of Bermondsey 
Central Hall. 
As a South London Press columnist I wrote articles on Bermondsey and Rotherhithe that were included in 
Southwark Remembered and Southwark Revisited. 
When I was a teenager living in Catford I lived in the home of a daughter of a former Mayor of Bermondsey, 
Councillor William Shearring. 
In a variety of ways, Bermondsey and Rotherhithe have played a significant part in my life in London. 

John D Beasley Dip Soc, CQSW is a Member of the Society of Authors and the Royal Historical Society 
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Mariner's Buildings, Rotherhithe 
 
On 26 Jun 2014, Terry Alderton wrote: 
I am researching my family history and identified them in the 1851 Census as living in the Mariners Buildings at 
Rotherhithe.  I have located the general area in Rotherhithe based on the surrounding streets, but would like to know 
which buildings were known as Mariners Buildings.  Would you please help me identify their location? 
 
The Editor's reply: 
With regard to Mariner's Buildings, I have an interest in this area myself.  My direct family lived in Derrick Street, 
which is opposite Trinity Road where Mariner's Buildings were, in the second half of the 19th century. 
I found reference to Mariner's Buildings in the Booth Notebooks for South East London.  The description of the area 
relates to a "walk" in July 1899.  It is therefore nearly fifty years after the 1851 census.  However, the fortunate part 
is that there is a rough sketch map in the original notebook of Trinity Road and its surroundings.  It includes 
Mariner's Buildings. 
The original Booth Notebooks are at the London School of Economics who have reproduced the pages digitally and 
are on the web.  The Notebooks are copyright so should not be reproduced without permission.  The pages that 
describe Mariner's Buildings are at: 
http://booth.lse.ac.uk/notebooks/b367/jpg/101.html   
The handwriting is a little difficult to decipher but I have the published transcript.  This reads as follows: 
Off the E side [of Trinity Street] are courts called Mariner's Buildings and Bryant's Place.  These are an odd 
collection of 3-st 3-roomed cottages, one room above the other reached by steep wooden staircase.  Poor and 
very poor, all work at the Docks.  Mostly barefoot and bare-headed, boots very bad.  For the three rooms and 
wash-house one pays 3/6. 
Booth colour-coded each street depending on how well off the inhabitants were.  Trinity Road is classified as dark to 
light blue which means they were poor with an income of between 18/- and 21/- a week.  Remember this was in 
1899 so income would have been less in 1851. 

 
*     *     *     *     *     *     * 

 
Good Health in an Adverse Environment - Part 4 
 
This is the fourth and final part of a transcript of the talk given by Dr Aubrey Westlake at the Esoteric 
and Spiritualist Conference on 21 June 1969 under the general theme of: 
 

A Design for Living 
 

But to continue the main theme.  It was obvious that a great deal had been accomplished in Bermondsey but the 
chief and outstanding problem had not been solved, on this there was a stalemate.  Dr Salter and the Borough 
Council had been completely thwarted in their dream of a garden city, apart from the one small example they had 
managed to get sanctioned.  The question was, what was to be done? 
Dr Salter at this point, although he had been a most strenuous and determined opponent of any more blocks of flats, 
now did a complete volte-face and publicly stated the situation in bald terms as "flats or nothing". 
It was most unfortunate that the dilemma was stated in such absolute terms, as there were in fact other possibilities 
which I have already mentioned. 
A flat policy was therefore agreed upon and the same energy put into wholesale slum clearance and their 
replacement by blocks of flats, as had been put into all the other building activities.  This might have been justified if 
only the old slum sites had been chosen for this replacement policy as undoubtedly the new flats were an enormous 
improvement on the old hovels, but this was far from being the case. 
I had not at first been directly concerned in either the political or civic activities but I found myself about 1933 being 
drawn into the housing controversy, by the complaints of my patients as to what was going on.  How houses and 
gardens which by no stretch of imagination could be called slums, their homes for many a year, in which they had 
brought up their families, and hoped to end their days, were now scheduled for demolition to make way for the 
ubiquitous blocks of flats.  In other words a repetition of the disastrous 19th century policy of building over all 
existing gardens with high density filling in, including tenements, and with the same excuse - that there was no other 
solution.  All of which had created the housing problem of the 20th century. 
Had the Council, I wondered, in spite of all its imaginative words and deeds, learnt nothing from the past; was it in 
fact about to destroy the few remaining parts of Bermondsey which had been properly planned with open spaces and 
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gardens, and had so far escaped the fate which had overtaken the rest?  Had power, as is said, corrupted?  For 
certainly reason and commonsense, even idealism, now seemed to have deserted the Council, which may have been 
due to the fact that by 1933 there was no political opposition of any kind.  Bermondsey was 100% socialist in its 
representation at all levels. 
It was an ironic and depressing situation. 
In my political naivety I thought I had only to see my partner Dr Salter and represent the matter to have it considered 
sympathetically; but not a bit of it; I discovered to my astonishment that no criticism from outside the Party was 
allowed or tolerated, and I was told to keep quiet - the Party knew best! 
It was clear from this point that two courses were open to me, shut up as advised and let the whole matter go by 
default, or to continue to do what I could.  I chose the latter, but I discovered that it meant carrying on almost on my 
own, no one dared to support me openly, they were too afraid of the Party which by this time could bring various 
pressures to bear including the threat of financial pressure through the direct labour Dept of the Council. 
However all this was a challenge, and I found to my delight that I had an open forum in the local newspaper - The 
South London Press - because sales were boosted, was prepared to publish anything I cared to write, and in fact a 
vigorous correspondence continued over many months from my repeated out-spoken criticism of the Council's flat 
policy. 
I was more concerned about this whole policy and the way it was being implemented, as I had observed that as a 
direct consequence of the destruction of the houses, gardens and backyards, which was bad enough, there was a 
worse result: the spare time hobbies, and leisure time pursuits especially of men were being made impossible, and 
so, what I can only describe as a vigorous working class culture was disappearing, and once destroyed could not be 
revived. 
For in the flats there was no possibility of any activities; even dogs and cats were not allowed - these faithful 
companions of so many old people, had, to the grief of their owners, to be destroyed when they were rehoused in the 
flats. 
The Brewers in their worldly wisdom cottoned on to this situation knowing that the men would get so bored in the 
new flats that they would flock increasingly to the public houses.  Indeed more often than not when a new clearance 
scheme was announced the brewers rebuilt the nearest pub to twice and three times its existing size, in anticipation, 
and they were not disappointed.  This was an ironic commentary on the temperance policy of Dr Salter, who was so 
opposed to the drinking of alcohol in any form that if he had had his way he would have abolished all public houses. 
The mothers of young children also found themselves much worse off in the flats, if they were 4, 5 or 6 floors up, 
owing to the difficulty of getting a pram and children up and down - there were no lifts.  The result was that the 
children were kept in much more often than in the old houses, which at least had a garden of sorts or a backyard, 
where the mother could keep an eye on them and they were safe.  The much higher rents also meant less was spent 
on food, or more inferior food.  As a result I found in going into the statistics that in the children 1 to 5 the death rate 
was both relatively and absolutely higher in the flats than in the old houses.  I could not get permission from the 
Registrar General to investigate the figures over a wider area and a longer period.  Possibly he was afraid it might 
have been inconvenient to the National Flat Policy of those times. 
I summarised all this and many other facets in a paper I wrote at the time, entitled "Flats and the Destruction of the 
English Working People", with the sub title "Proptes vitam vivindi perdue causar" - For the sake of life to lose the 
purpose of living.  I was also asked to write an article for the 'The Architects Journal' which was published with 
photographs and the caption "Scorched Earth Policy".  Subsequent developments in the years following the 2nd 
World War have amply justified my original contentions. 
For some time I employed a photographer to go round and take pictures of all the threatened areas, and I still have a 
large collection of 'before and after' photographs and in some of them I defy any one to say which was the slum, or 
supposed to be slum. 
I persevered with my campaign; and though of course I made no impression on policy.  I did at least influence 
public opinion, so much so that the Labour party did everything possible to silence me, even to the extent of 
bringing economic pressure, and as a result the disapproval of any partners, by telling members of the Labour party 
to come off my panel - but it did not succeed. 
By this time I knew I was leaving Bermondsey, and so I did not mind what I did or said, and I determined in the face 
of increasing hostility from the Labour Party to make a final gesture and tell the Bermondsey people the truth as I 
saw it.  This I felt was necessary as things had got to the point where I was openly attacked in their party magazine 
which had a wide circulation, and they then refused to print my reply but attacked me again on what they had not 
published. 
I decided to give a public lecture entitled "Out of the Frying Pan into the Fire", illustrated with the photographs I had 
taken, using an Epidiascope.  It was bill-posted at my own expense throughout the Borough. 
It was held in the new Lecture Hall of the Public Library on October 27th 1937 and I invited Mr Farquahson, 
Secretary of the Sociological Society to take the chair.  A special posse of police were on duty, as trouble was 
anticipated.  The Hall was packed with people standing 4 deep at the back, although it was said it was difficult to get 
an audience to a public lecture. 
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The lecture was divided into two parts, one of destructive criticism, and the other constructive suggestions of 
alternatives.  The audience listened attentively to the first part, but as soon as I started on the constructive part there 
was trouble from the Labour contingent who were determined to stop the lecture at this point and virtually a free 
fight developed between those who wanted to hear my constructive proposals and those who were doing their best to 
make sure they did not.  The police eventually restored order, and I promised, if the audience would hear me out, to 
reply to any questions at the end.  So I was allowed to finish the lecture and then answered questions for a good 1½ 
hours, by which time it was so late my wife had become anxious as to what had happened to me. 
The Labour Party never forgave me for getting past their ban; but I soon ceased to worry them as at the beginning of 
1938 I left my practice in Bermondsey and with my wife and 5 children went down to my estate at Godshill near 
Fordingbridge, to the formidable task of starting a new life from scratch with very few liquid assets and an estate 
running at a loss.  We had, as it turned out just 19 months to do this before the start of the 2nd World War and we 
just pulled it off, but that is another story in 'design for living'. 
I am sorry to end my Bermondsey story on such a critical note, but I am relating actual events as I saw them.  But 
although the Bermondsey revolution went astray, as revolutions are apt to do, nothing can take away from the 
incredible achievements of the inspired practical idealism of Dr Salter and the dogged determination of his devoted 
followers in transforming Bermondsey in 5 to 10 years of intensive creative activity, which brought the possibility 
of good health to all its inhabitants in what, in spite of all their efforts, was still an adverse environment. 

 
Transcript provided by Ian McAuley 

!
!
BOOK$REVIEW$
!
Jack the Ripper at Last? by Helena Wojtczak 
 
Jack the Ripper has fascinated me for ages, primarily 
because of the mystery and intrigue surrounding who it 
was.  With so many theories, and indeed suspects, it is 
difficult to sort the "wheat from the chaff" so to speak.  
I have read a few books in the past on the subject 
including one that went through all the known 
evidence.  It did not suggest any one particular person 
responsible for the murders and so left the reader to 
make their own conclusion. 
 
Jack the Ripper at Last? by Helena Wojtczak takes a 
different approach to the subject.  She identifies one of 
the suspects, Seweryn Kłosowski (a Polish migrant) 
alias George Chapman, and goes through his known 
life including the murders that he was tried and hanged 
for - three young women by poisoning.  This 
constitutes the first half of the book.  The second half 
discusses the possibility of whether George Chapman 
could have been Jack the Ripper by looking at known 
facts (taken from primary sources) and comparing 
these with what other writers have written as well as 
the myths that have perpetuated over the years. 
 
Between 1897 and 1902 Chapman killed three 
successive girlfriends, one of them a mere teenager, 
using the drawn-out and agonising method of slow and 
stealthy poisoning.  The murders were all the more 
shocking for being – apparently – motiveless.  His 
arrest and trial attracted enormous publicity and made 
headline news both at home and abroad; the nation 
rejoiced when he was sent to the gallows.  
 
That he could torture and kill his unsuspecting lovers in such a callous manner guaranteed him a place in the history 
of crime and earned him a spot in Madame Tussaud's Chamber of Horrors. 
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The title of the book relates to a comment alleged to have been made by former Chief Inspector Abberline to 
Inspector Godley upon the arrest of George Chapman in 1902.  Fourteen years earlier, the two detectives had hunted 
the notorious perpetrator of the Whitechapel Murders but had failed to catch him.  Many more books have been 
written since but none have come up with anything like a convincing argument as to the identity (or not) of Jack the 
Ripper.  Unlike many other works, this is not one that starts with a suspect and twists the 'facts' to suit.  
 
This is an outstandingly well-researched and impartial analysis of Chapman's life and crimes. The author has taken 
nothing at face value and has gone back to primary sources wherever possible allowing her to analytically debunk 
several other standard references.  All sources are referenced in footnotes which makes this a valuable reference 
work.  
 
The book runs to 272 pages and is profusely illustrated with maps and pictures, many of which have not been 
published before.  It has a 12-page index as well as a list of illustrations and a selected bibliography page.   It also 
has a useful section containing biographies of all the people associated with the crimes and the perpetrator's life - 
very useful with several of them having Polish names!  It is published by The Hastings Press and the cover price is 
£12.99 for the paperback  (ISBN 978-1904-109-228).  It is also available in hardback (ISBN 978-1904-109-273) and 
in ebook form (ISBN 978-1904-109-297). 
 
New theories (and books) still occasionally make the news.  In fact, just as I had finished the book, I read extracts 
from several newspapers that DNA found on a shawl allegedly belonging to one of Jack the Ripper's victims, 
Catherine Eddowes, belonged to Aaron Kosminski (another Polish migrant).  The headlines suggested that DNA 
tests prove beyond doubt who Jack the Ripper was.  However, the provenance of the shawl is being questioned.  It is 
said that the shawl was removed from the crime scene by a detective (who was never there).  If this is true it means 
that countless people have handled the shawl and contaminated.  The question needs to be asked as to why the shawl 
was never washed.  As the murders took place over 125 years ago it seems that the story of who was Jack the Ripper 
will live on for many years. 
 
Helena Wojtczak will be the guest speaker at our meeting in March 2015.  Do not miss it! 
$
!
ARTICLE 
 
Pilgrimage to Bermondsey and the Italian Connection 
 
I have recently been catching up on the Museum of London’s book about Bermondsey Abbey1.  My attention was 
caught by a short section about St Saviour’s as a centre of pilgrimage2. 
 
The idea of pilgrims making for Bermondsey is not one that comes naturally to us today.  Nevertheless, there was a 
time when this was regular practice.  Most medieval abbeys and cathedrals sought to promote themselves as places 
of pilgrimage, much in the way they might want to be seen as tourist destinations today.  A steady stream of visitors 
could both raise the profile of a place and provide a revenue stream to help with costs. 
 
Pilgrims did not so much come to see the architecture, as they might today, but usually to visit the shrine of some 
holy relic reckoned as having miraculous powers to answer prayer or to bring healing.  In the case of Bermondsey, 
the important possession of the priory was a Holy Rood.3 
 
The first record of this object of veneration is dated to within a generation of the foundation of the priory.   
According to the Annals of Bermondsey – which are of a late date and not always reliable – in 1118, by virtue of a 
miracle of the Holy Rood of Bermondsey, William Count of Mortain came to be released after twelve years 
imprisonment by King Henry I in the Tower of London.  (He had fought on the wrong side in a battle).4    

 
1 The Cluniac priory and abbey of St Saviour Bermondsey, Surrey  Dyson, Samuel, Steele & Wright, London 2011. 
2 ibid p.151. 
3 The term ‘rood’ is generally used to describe a painted or sculpted crucifix set up in a place of worship, often at the entry to the chancel. 
4 The Priory of La Charité-sur-Loire and the Monastery of Bermondsey  Rose Graham, in Journal of the British Archaeological Assoc.  
December 1926 
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The Annals also date the arrival of the Rood at the priory to the previous year, when it is said to have been found 
‘near the Thames’.5  It was common for the provenance of a relic such as this to be accounted for by a story about it 
having made its own way, mysteriously, to the eventual site of veneration.6 
 
The Rood remained at Bermondsey until the Dissolution in 1538.  There are a number of references in wills of 
London citizens, of the late 15th and early 16th centuries, indicating devotion to the Holy Rood and leaving money to 
ensure that people could be buried at Bermondsey.7  There is also a reference in the Paston Letters where, on Holy 
Rood Day - September 14th 1465, John Paston writes to Margaret, “I pray you visit the Rood of North Door and St 
Saviour at Bermondsey, while you abide in London, and let my sister go with you to pray to them that she may have 
a good husband ere she come home again”.8  Two Lollard women, in 1509 and 1511, were accused of uttering 
‘damnable and heretical opinions’ against the practice of pilgrimage including the image of St Saviour of 
Bermondsey9. 
 
A favoured means of encouraging visitors to a shrine was to obtain an Indulgence – offering remission of sins and 
relief from Purgatory to those who visited the particular site or gave money towards its maintenance.  On April 18th 
1287 the Archbishop of York granted such an indulgence to people from within his areas of jurisdiction “who came 
to pray at St Saviour of Bermondsey and adore the venerable cross set up on high therein”10 
 
Another means of spreading the reputation of a shrine and augmenting its income was through the sale of souvenirs 
– a medieval equivalent of the ubiquitous ‘gift shop’ of the present day.  Most commonly these souvenirs took the 
form of pilgrim badges – often cheaply cast in lead.  Examples of badges from Bermondsey have been found at 
other London sites11.  Though often crudely made and easily damaged, the surviving examples give our best 
indication we have of what the Bermondsey Rood may actually have looked like. 
 
It is the survival of images of this sort that have given rise to the suggestion that the Bermondsey figure may have 
been based on the Holy Rood of Lucca.  At first sight this may seem a strange suggestion - that the local imagery 
should have been derived from an Italian town more than 2000 km away.  However, the Holy Rood of Lucca was 
famous throughout Europe and of a very distinctive design.  It was said to have been at the city since 782 when it 
came ashore in an otherwise empty boat.  It was also believed to have been carved by the Nicodemus of the gospels 
out of the wood of a cedar of Lebanon – but with the face being miraculously completed by angels one night whilst 
he was asleep.  This story led to its being commonly known as the Santo Volto – the holy face. 
 
The style of this icon is said to be of eastern origin, portraying a bearded Christ robed in an alb but with arms 
outstretched and feet individually nailed.  It is more than life-size.  Lucca lay on one of the main pilgrim routes to 
Rome and early copies or imitations of its Rood are known in France and in Spain.  In England, there was a rood of 
the same pattern at Langford in Oxfordshire and one at the church of the hospital of St Thomas of Acon in 
Cheapside.  Also, one may have been requisitioned for Bury St Edmunds.  It is on record that the customary oath of 
King William Rufus (who was a patron of Bermondsey, giving land of the manor in 1094) was ‘By the Saint Vou’ – 
referring to the Santo Volto.12  So the suggestion of a Luccan derivation for the imagery is not altogether far-fetched. 
 
The reason why this caught my attention was that I happened to be aware of a leading churchman of the later 15th 
century who came originally from Lucca and had a known connection with the abbey and also a professional interest 
in fund-raising.  Most of the surviving pilgrim badges, as well a number of the references to the Bermondsey Rood 
from other sources, date from the late 15th and early 16th centuries.  This may simply be because this is the latest 
period of the abbey’s existence but I wonder if it could also be due to a surge in promotion of the cult under the 
influence of the papal agent, Giovanni Gigli? 
 
Giovanni Gigli, born in 1434, was the son of a merchant from Lucca.  Part of his childhood was spent in England 
and he was educated at Oxford, whilst his father was based in London.  After returning to Italy, Gigli trained as a 

 
5 Annales Monastici ed. H.R. Luard, Rolls Series, vol 36, ii, 1865.  The entry also goes on to talk of the king being saved from lions, in his sleep, 
by holiness of the first Prior appearing to him. 
6 I like the idea of some local mudlark turning up on the prior’s doorstep, and saying, ‘Found this down on the foreshore, gov.  Wondered if it 
might be of any interest to you?’ – or medieval words to that effect. 
7 Graham, p.182. 
8 Paston Letters ed. J.Gairdner, London 1872-5.   Letter no. 526 
9 Graham, op.cit. – citing A.F. Pollard & E.J. Davis as sources.. 
10 Graham p.177.   This may have been done in gratitude for hospitality given on his return from Rome for his consecration.  It appears to have 
upset the Archbishop of Canterbury, however, who issued orders, shortly afterward, to check his colleague from exercising influence beyond his 
own Province. 
11 See Brian Spencer Pilgrim Souvenirs and Secular Badges Museum of London 1998, pp254 ff. 
12   See Graham p.174 ff.  
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lawyer then took up a career in the church.  In 1476 he was appointed Papal Collector for England.  His job would 
have been to collect fees and taxes due to the Holy See.  In this role, he moved in influential circles and his good 
connections led to him being employed on diplomatic missions, later becoming an English representative at Rome. 
 
To provide for his upkeep, whilst in England he was granted a string of ecclesiastical appointments, one of the first 
of which was the post of Rector of St George’s, Southwark, which he held for five years13.  The patron of St 
George’s was the Abbot of Bermondsey – so Gigli had a direct link to the abbey, as well as local base.  It is unlikely 
that he spent much time in Southwark as he would have paid an assistant priest to run the parish.  Nevertheless, it 
seems more than likely that he might have dined once or twice with the abbot and he would have had personal 
reasons for showing an interest in their Holy Rood.  It is easy enough to imagine that he might not only have shared 
an enthusiasm for the veneration of the Santo Volto but also have been ready to offer advice and encouragement on 
their promotional and fund-raising activities.14  
 
Was there, perhaps, an increased output of pilgrim badges from Bermondsey during the last quarter of the 15th 
century – possibly a new design which emphasised the stylistic similarity to the Rood of Lucca?15  Could this 
account for a concentration of finds dated to this period?  There is, of course, no means now of proving any such 
direct input of ideas from the Papal Collector but the coincidence of links is interesting and does invite the 
speculation.16 
 
If there was any such surge of activity under Gigli’s influence it cannot have lasted beyond his time.  Rose Graham 
notes that, when Henry VIII had a detailed survey of church wealth carried out in the mid 1530s half a century later, 
the resulting Valor Ecclesiasticus showed that at Bermondsey the offerings of pilgrims of the Holy Rood accounted 
for less than 1% of the annual turnover of the Abbey17.  Pilgrimage came to an end and all trace of the holy relic was 
lost with the Dissolution of the Abbey in 1538. 

Tony Lucas 
 
Below: 1507 Image of Santo Volto at Lucca  Below: Recent Image of Santo Volto at Lucca 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 
13   In the traditional list of Rectors of St George’s, he appears under the name ‘John Gylis’.  The reason for this misreading can be found in my 
book on the pre-Reformation history of St George’s, Between Prison and Palace, Carmelyon 2009. 
14  Ibid. p88 ff  I have explained how it must have been Gigli who obtained, in Rome, an Indulgence for St George’s, which was energetically 
used by one of his successors for fund-raising and possible promotion of pilgrimage. 
15  The image of the Rood was not used on any of the known seals of Bermondsey – the only other surviving source of imagery from the priory.  
(Rose Graham ‘The Seals of the Cluniac Monastery of Bermondsey’ Surrey Archaeological. Collection, Vol 39, 1931). 
16 In 1481 another merchant from Lucca, one Giovanni Diversi, made provision in his will to be buried at St Thomas of Acon, in the chapel 
dedicated to the Santo Volto of Lucca.   Graham op.cit. 
17   Ibid p.182 
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ROTHERHITHE & BERMONDSEY LOCAL HISTORY SOCIETY 
FUTURE SOCIETY EVENTS 

 
2014 
29 October  Healing Rituals in the Victorian Countryside - Julie Wakefield 
26 November  SE1: Regeneration Reported Online - James Hatts 
17 December  Christmas Quiz and Social - Claire Sexton 
  
2015 
28 January  Britain's Postwar Prefabs - Elisabeth Blanchet 
25 February  Taking London's Pulse: Rotherhithe and Bermondsey - Ross MacFarlene 
25 March  The Southwark Poisoner and Jack the Ripper - Helena Wojtczak 
29 April:  The Complications of History - Stephen Humphrey 
27 May:   Smallpox, Wharves and Hospital Ships - Francine Payne 
24 June:  WALK: Deptford: Its Story and Its People - Leo Hollis 
29 July:   WALK: The Hidden Story of St James Bermondsey - Gary Jenkins 
AUGUST  NO MEETING 
30 September  The Many Friends of Southwark Park - Pat Kingwell 
28 October  Black Plumes and Victorian Sentimentality - Robert Stephenson 
25 November  Dockers Go To War: The emergency deployment of London stevedores to the port of Le 
   Havre in October 1914 - Chris Everett 
16 December  Frost Fairs on the River Thames - Nicholas Reed 
 
 
Meetings take place on the last Wednesday of every month, except August (no meeting) and December (which is 
mid-month and a bit different!).  The venue is usually the Time & Talents Centre, The Old Mortuary, St. 
Marychurch Street, Rotherhithe SE16 4JE; arrive from 7:30pm for a 7:45pm start.  We take a refreshment break 
midway through and our evenings end around 9.30-10.00pm.  Visitors are welcome but are asked to donate £2.00.  
In summer (June & July) our meetings take the form of local walks or visits: meeting points vary but are always 
close to public transport.  You can also view the Programme on: www.rbhistory.org.uk showing any changes that 
have to be made at short notice, ie circumstances outside our control.  If you have ideas for future events or any 
comments please contact chair@rbhistory.org.uk.  
The Redriffe Chronicle is the newsletter for members of the Rotherhithe & Bermondsey Local History Society.  
Opinions expressed by contributors are not necessarily those of the Editor or the Rotherhithe & Bermondsey Local 
History Society.  Copies of each issue are sent only to those who have registered as members of the Rotherhithe & 
Bermondsey Local History Society and who have paid a current subscription.  Copies of individual back issues (if 
available) may be purchased from Richard Turvey, the Treasurer, at Flat 4, 107 Rotherhithe Street SE16 4NF for £1 
plus an A4 size first class SAE.  
The Redriffe Chronicle is funded by the Rotherhithe & Bermondsey Local History Society and this issue has again 
been made possible by generous sponsorship in kind and in cash by donors, some of whom wish to remain 
anonymous.  It is our intention to maintain the standard of presentation in future issues.  There are three ways in 
which members can assist.  Quarter-page advertising spaces, which may be of interest to local tourist attractions, 
publishers, businesses or charities, are available for a minimum donation of £5 for two issues.  Straight donations of 
any amount, however small, are welcomed and can be mentioned in the “Sponsor’s Box” or can be anonymous.  
Finally, occasional fund-raising events or outings are arranged in aid of The Redriffe Chronicle which members are 
invited to support.   
For membership details of the Rotherhithe & Bermondsey Local History Society, either email 
membership@rbhistory.org.uk or send an SAE to Richard Turvey at Flat 4, 107 Rotherhithe Street SE16 4NF.  
Society Website: www.rbhistory.org.uk 
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