
Chapter Two: Shifting contexts, 1830-1870

The period followed by this chapter is one of substantial

change for Lambeth and for The Crown. The discourse

follows the previous chapter, first looking at how the

position of The Crown shifted within the topographic,

civic and economic landscapes of Lambeth as these

developed. The building itself of course remains in the

same physical position, and retains the same architec-

tural form, partly as a response to the arrival of the

railway through Lambeth. The final section examines

the impact of these changing contexts on social practice

within The Crown. 

1. Lambeth on the way out to the suburbs

Whilst in the previous chapter we saw that topographic

changes on a metropolitan scale, such as the opening of

the bridges at Vauxhall and Westminster and their atten-

dant roads, predominantly circumvented Lambeth up to

1830, the narrative in this period is one of increasing

encroachment by routes communicating between the

commercial centre of London and the developing sub-

urbs.

In terms of the urban topography and industrial develop-

ment of Lambeth, four major changes can be discerned

across the second and third quarters of the ninenteenth

century: The construction of the London & South

Western railway from Nine Elms to Waterloo; the sus-

tained expansion of the Doulton Pottery works on

Lambeth High Street from 1825, continuing throughout

our period, almost to the end of the century; the con-

struction of Lambeth Bridge in 1861; and finally, the

construction of the Albert Embankment between 1863

and 1870,1 which for reasons discussed below can be

seen to close the period of this history. 

The first major topographical shift occurs with the open-

ing of the Waterloo terminus of the London and South

Western Railway. The railway, which ran to Weybridge,

Surrey, had until 1838 terminated at Nine Elms just to

the south of The Crown, but the extension of the line

into Waterloo, opening in 1848 involved the construc-

tion of a railway viaduct which crossed Church Street

just east of the Crown.2 As Stanford’s Map of 1862 (Fig.

13) clearly demonstrates, the railway cut off Lambeth

from the rest of South London with The Crown at the

heart of the separated area.

It has been argued that the construction of railway

routes caused a ‘barrier effect ... of severance and isola-

tion’,3 and this is just the case with Lambeth. What is

particularly notable here is that the isolated area corre-

sponds very closely to the original shape of Lambeth

prior to development encroaching around it, a process

which has occurred rapidly in the 32 year period

between Greenwood’s map of 1830 (Fig. 5) and

Stanford’s (Fig. 13). 

Church Street changes in width at the point of crossing

the railway, broadening from a narrow village street to

the wide thoroughfare of Lambeth Road. This contrast

between the narrow tangled streets, courts and alleys

of Lambeth west of the railway, following a pattern
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Figure 13. Stanford’s Map of 1864.



comparatively unchanged since the mid eighteenth cen-

tury, and the broader, more recently developed, streets

of the late eighteenth and early nineteenth century in

communication with Kennington Road to the East is

consistently visible between Lambeth Road and

Kennington Lane (Fig. 13). 

The narrowness of Church Street may well have limited

the impact of Lambeth Bridge, opened at the western

end of Church Street in 1862,4 in generating any new

development in the area. The construction of a bridge

on the site of the Horseferry had been under serious

discussion since at least 1809,5 and a lease for the White

Lion, at the western end of Church Street (Fig. 8) very

near the eventual site of Lambeth Bridge (Fig. 13)

includes a clause stating that any compensation offered

for works relating to the construction of a bridge and the

widening of the road was to be paid to the landlord

rather than the tenant.6

The rapid development east of the railway was not

entirely absent in the vicinity of The Crown. The land to

the south, mapped in 1831 (Fig. 6) as being covered in

a tangle of buildings of various ages and uses, as seen in

the previous chapter, appears to have been developed

for housing over the following two decades. Listed  in

Census records as Horrends Place and Cottages, rather

than the Crown Passage as on the 1831 plan, the area

was listed as having 14 houses in 1841, and 17 by

1851.7 The 1872 Ordnance survey (Fig. 14) records the

configuration of this new housing, with Horrends

Cottages lining what was previously Crown Passage,

whilst another line of dwellings to the east has acquired

the name Pearson’s Place, a commemoration of the

Crown’s founder in the urban fabric of Lambeth. 

Looking beyond Lambeth as we have seen it thus far,

the settlement by the Thames, the expansion of subur-

ban London entailed the increasing development of the

wider parish of Lambeth. The ‘engorgement of hamlets

villages and country towns just beyond London’ in the

period after 1820 included places such as Camberwell,8

and also Norwood, both of which fell within the parish

boundaries of Lambeth. 
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The physical separation of Church Street, including The

Crown and the Vestry Hall, combined with increasing

development to the south leads to a shift in the civic

focus of the Parish. This is visible by 1851, when an

advertisement for a meeting of the Lambeth Parochial

Association describes its meeting place, The Clayton

Arms Tavern, as ‘central, appropriate and judicious’,9

which can be seen as direct barb against the inconven-

ience of the Church Street Vestry Hall. Clayton Street,

the site of the tavern,10 can be seen clearly in the bottom

right-hand corner of Stanford’s map (Fig. 13), well to

the south of Church Street. It has the further advantage

for the inhabitants of the wider parish of being sited

very close to the connecting routes leading out to the

southern suburbs of Brixton and Camberwell.

It is of note here that the Parochial Association resorted

to a tavern in response to the inconvenience of the

Vestry Hall. Another tavern, the Horns at Kennington,

also played a substantial role in the civic life of the

parish in this period. The Horns, which was no stranger

to civic life having historically been the site of the

manorial court at Kennington,11 was the venue of a bal-

lot in 1851 on the matter of building a new Vestry Hall

for Lambeth parish in the vicinity.12

The positive result of the ballot, ultimately leading to

the opening of a new Vestry Hall on Kennington Road

in 185313 would have had substantial implications for

Crown’s business, as will be explored later. What is par-

ticularly relevant here is the impression of the social

geography of Lambeth, gained from a publication aimed

at the respectable rate-paying public:

The atmosphere at the Horns Tavern seemed to purify that

malaria which is redolent nearer the Thames, and certainly the

presence of the higher class of voters acted as a security for

the decency and decorum which, in the old voting place, has

been unknown.14

Although later studies suggest that the departure of the

middle classes from the industrial area of Lambeth,

around Church Street, was overstated by sources like

the one above,15 it is important to understand this con-

temporary perception. The implication here is of this

part of Lambeth, immediately around the Crown, as

lacking in ‘decency and decorum’, which might other-

wise be read as respectability, because of the absence of

the higher classes of voter, the bourgeoisie. An industri-

al space populated, as explored below, by working class

artisans and labourers, cannot be suitable as the civic

centre of the parish. 

The established industries in the area around the Crown

had certainly continued to develop after 1830. The

Doulton works had prospered from the development of

London’s Victorian suburbs, building new kilns in

1829-30, 1840 and 1846, and manufacturing ubiquitous

elements of Victorian suburbia such as chimney pots

and roof-ridge tiles, as well as stoneware drainpipes

which would ultimately play a part in combating the

pollution of the Thames which was, along with the

Doulton kilns themselves,16 responsible for the malari-

al atmosphere referred to above. The engineering

industry had arrived in the area in the 1820s in the form

of Maudslay and Field’s engineering works, just to the

north of The Crown near Westminster Bridge Road, and

by the 1840s was employing over 1,000 men.17 As will

be seen below, The Crown remained an important

amenity for these working men and, possibly, also for

the employees of the candle factory which opened

immediately to the east some time in the 1820s.18

An artisan trade?

The question of the respectability of the area around The

Crown can be addressed by considering the changing

occupations of a sample of the inhabitants. In this case,

the inhabitants of the area shaded around the Candle

Manufactory on the 1872 Ordnance Survey (Fig. 14)

map are analysed using data from the censuses of 1841,

1851 and 1861.

Table 2 shows the total number of individuals listed

with occupation in each census, broken down into a

system of occupational classes taken from the work of

social geographer David R. Green.19 Immediately clear

is the decline in numbers of clerical workers by just

under half over the period examined. The decline of

those living on independent incomes is yet more dra-

matic, falling from 15% of those listed in 1841 to just

0.66%, representing a single individual in 1861. These

two figures might be seen to correlate with the assertion

that the railway encouraged those who could afford to

do so to move away from the industrialised river to the

developing suburbs inland in order to avoid the noise

and smoke it brought.20 This may be true to some
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degree, as in the case of Thomas and Mary Dawson

(Mary being the daughter of Joseph Pearson, the

Crown’s founder) who can be found in Brixton by

1851,21 however the scale of the sample used allows us

to see other possible explanations. 

Firstly, the fall in clerical workers in fact only repre-

sents a fall of three individuals from 12 in 1841 to 9 in

1861, reflecting the overall increase in the number of

individuals listed with occupations by 1861, explained

by the improvement in the listing of women’s occupa-

tions in the 1851 and 1861 data.22 With regard to those

living on independent incomes, this decline cannot be

read as a statistical quirk, with numbers falling from 18

to 1 in the period examined. However movement out of

the sample area does not necessarily suggest leaving

Lambeth entirely, and it should be noted that Miranda

Goodcheap, listed as living on an independent income

at No.12 Church Street in 1841, can be found on the

1851 census on Princes Street, at the southern end of

Lambeth High Street.23

What is less ambiguous is the substantial increase in the

numbers of people employed in manufacturing, with

almost double the number of individuals working in this

sector by 1861. 

Table 3 shows a breakdown of manufacturing trades

across all three censuses, making use of another of

Green’s categorisations,24 which has been adapted to
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1841 1851 1861

Individuals % of listed

occupations

Individuals % of listed

occupations

Individuals % of listed

occupations

Clerical 12 10.00% 13 8.23% 9 5.96%

Dealing 9 7.50% 8 5.06% 11 7.28%

Transport,

Distribution 

and Storage

4 3.33% 5 3.16% 19 12.58%

Service 1 0.83% 8 5.06% 19 12.58%

Domestic Service 14 11.67% 11 6.96% 13 8.61%

Food 3 2.50% 7 4.43% 0 0.00%

Manufacturing 30 25.00% 65 41.14% 57 37.75%

Building 21 17.50% 17 10.76% 12 7.95%

Labour 8 6.67% 13 8.23% 9 5.96%

Agriculture 0 0.00% 2 1.27% 0 0.00%

Pauper 0 0.00% 2 1.27% 1 0.66%

Independent

Income
18 15.00% 7 4.43% 1 0.66%

120 158 151

Table 2. Census sample data broken down by nature of occupation.
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1841

Trade Men % Women %

Building 25 38.46 0 0.00%

Clothing 13 20.00% 7 70.00%

Shoemaking 2 3.08% 0 0.00%

Wood & Furniture 8 12.31% 0 0.00%

Metal & Engineering 3 4.62% 2 20.00%

Printing 3 4.62% 0 0.00%

Boat Building 2 3.08% 0 0.00%

Pottery 1 1.54% 0 0.00%

Other 8 12.31% 1 10.00%

TOTAL 65 10

1851

Building 18 21.95% 0 0.00%

Clothing 23 28.05% 22 84.62%

Shoemaking 7 8.54% 3 11.54%

Wood & Furniture 4 4.88% 1 3.85%

Metal & Engineering 10 12.20% 0 0.00%

Printing 2 2.44% 0 0.00%

Boat Building 1 1.22% 0 0.00%

Pottery 5 6.10% 0 0.00%

Other 12 14.63% 0 0.00%

TOTAL 82 26

1861

Building 13 18.84% 0 0.00%

Clothing 26 37.68% 21 87.50%

Shoemaking 1 1.45% 0 0.00%

Wood & Furniture 5 7.25% 0 0.00%

Metal & Engineering 13 18.84% 0 0.00%

Printing 1 5.80% 0 0.00%

Boat Building 4 5.80% 0 0.00%

Pottery 1 1.45% 0 0.00%

Other 5 7.25% 3 12.50%

TOTAL 69 24

Table 3. Census sample data broken down by gender and nature of occupation.



include boat building and pottery, historically key man-

ufacturing trades in Lambeth. 

Although a sample of this size cannot be truly repre-

sentative, the broad trends are nonetheless of interest:

The steady increase of individuals working in the engi-

neering and metal trades reflects the growth of the

Maudslay and Field engineering works to the north.

Green has suggested that engineering in the mid-centu-

ry was one of the better paid trades in the period,25 and

so the presence of increasing numbers of engineers

suggests that the area did retain an element of

respectability. This is counterbalanced, however, by the

presence of large numbers working in the clothing

trade, which dominates the employment of women

almost entirely, and was notoriously poorly paid. 

The absence of individuals working at the Doulton fac-

tory is perhaps curious, given its prominence in the local

landscape, but this may again relate to the size of the

sample. Whilst its contribution is limited, what the cen-

sus data does show is that the area around the Crown

remained mixed, reflecting its changing social and eco-

nomic context, but the population overall remained

dominated by working class artisans. This is a view

which is enhanced when we consider the evidence for

social practice within the Crown in the period. 

An image of the Lambeth foreshore from 1862 (Fig.

15), in which the kilns of the Doulton works can be seen

in the background, shows the final topographical change

in this period under construction. The Albert

Embankment was built between 1866 and 1870 to pro-

vide an arterial traffic route between Vauxhall and

Westminster bridges.26 Its construction swept away

Lambeth’s foreshore, with its network of pottery

wharves, boat builders and watermen, which the 1862

photo provides a last glimpse of. 

The 1872 Ordnance Survey map (Fig. 16) shows just

how radical these changes were; the entire length of

Fore Street has disappeared, along with the majority of

its attendant courts and alleys. The remainder of

Lambeth’s historic street pattern is sandwiched

between the wide embankment and the railway. Whilst

both people and potteries persisted beyond the water-

shed that the embankment represents, the population of
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Figure 15. Lambeth Foreshore c.1865. Copyright of Lambeth Archives, reproduced with permission.
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Figure 16. 1872 Ordnance Survey Map.



the area begins to fall from 1881,27 beginning the

process of desertion that ultimately leads to the Lambeth

we see today.

2. Lambeth stopped by the tracks

The opening of a new Vestry Hall at Kennington in

1853,28 thus removing a crucial stream of business from

The Crown (the full impact of which is discussed later

in the chapter) might have driven some kind of architec-

tural change, in the form of rebuilding or alteration in

order to attract new custom. Such a rebuilding had taken

place at The Jolly Gardeners, at the southern end of

Lambeth Walk, east of the railway viaduct, where a

commentator of 1858 laments its transformation into a

‘modern gin palace’, expressing a preference for ‘the

real old house for the entertainment of man and beast’ of

30 years before.29

That no such rebuilding took place has already been

demonstrated in the previous chapter, and is supported

by the watercolour view of The Crown, which is

believed to date from the 1850s (Fig. 9). The stability of

the Crown’s architectural form can be accounted for, at

least in part, by the railway, which served not only to

isolate Lambeth but also to fossilise its urban fabric,

preserving not only the pattern of streets but also the

buildings themselves. The observation that where ‘the

railways rattled past at rooftop level ... [residential] 

properties ... were frozen, as far as renovation or 

improvement was concerned, as completely as if time 

had stopped at 1830’,30 applies perfectly to Lambeth,

including The Crown, in this period and so it retains the

architecturally diverse streetscape visible in Strudwick’s

photograph (Fig. 1) in which Church Street is composed

of a mixture of late eighteenth and early nineteenth cen-

tury brick and stucco buildings alongside earlier timber

framed ones such as Bunyan’s Hall, in the centre of the

image, which appears from its position to be the

entrance to Swan Yard, marked on Stanford’s Map (Fig.

13), and so likely associated with the Swan Inn men-

tioned in the previous Chapter.

3. From civil business to working man’s leisure?

This section draws together the evidence for social prac-

tice at The Crown over the period in order to assess how

the topographic, economic and demographic shifts

described above manifested. As seen in the previous

chapter, The Crown was used as a site of sociability by

both the middle class public drawn to the Vestry Hall,

often from further afield, and the artisan working class

of its immediate vicinity. The body of material culture

known to have been in use in at the Crown until between

1862 and 1865 can be seen to have been employed in

both social contexts, used in very similar ways to enact

very different forms of respectability and conviviality. 

Civil Business

The early part of period continues the narrative of pros-

perity seen in the last chapter. The Crown’s rateable

value rises from £35 in 1830 to £48 in 1840, suggesting

continued growth in the business.31 Whilst this prosper-

ity did not result in any substantial architectural changes

to The Crown, it is attested to in built form by the fact

that licensee, Pierce Tempest, at the end of his tenure in

1839,32 was able to acquire and insure a ‘new dwelling

house and offices communicating’ valued at the consid-

erable sum of £500 at 66 Church Street.33 The high

value suggests that Tempest’s time as proprietor of The

Crown was a lucrative one, although several news

reports from the 1830s suggest that these gains may not

have been entirely honest. 

In 1831 Tempest was fined the huge sum of £40 by the

Surrey Board of Excise for the adulteration of beer,34 an

amount that exceeds the rateable value of the Crown at

this time by £5.35 This incident, reported in a London

wide paper, would certainly have cast doubt over the

respectability of The Crown and its proprietor.

Having piqued the interest of the authorities, two years

later in 1833 Tempest is the subject of a report on ‘a

scandalous system of extortion’ operated by the officers

of Union Hall (the Police office for the district) on the

licensed victuallers of Lambeth and Southwark.36

Threatened with a false information being made against

him that The Crown was open during the hours of divine

service on a Sunday, Tempest paid a local Beadle, a

parish constable, £3 in order to preserve his respectabil-

ity.37 His willingness to pay this bribe, alongside his

decision to testify to the magistrates when ‘most of the

publicans ... were afraid to come forward’,38 are of note,

as they demonstrate the continued power of parish offi-
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cials such as the Beadle, positions that carried some

social esteem,39 alongside the continued importance of

maintaining respectability in the eyes of the magistrates.  

Whether or not these incidents raised questions over

The Crown as a respectable destination for the vestry-

men whilst Tempest was in charge cannot be said.

However, by 1850 we can see the services offered at

The Crown by its proprietor Joseph Miller appealing

directly to the market brought by the Vestry Hall. 

Miller’s advertisement in the first edition of The

Ratepayer in June 1850 reads:

“Old Joe Miller” Crown Tavern, Church Street, Lambeth,

Begs to thank the inhabitants of the above parish for the 

continued support he has received; he cannot but attribute 

it to the manner in which he has hitherto conducted his 

business. The inhabitants of the Boroughs of Lambeth and

Southwark who may by chance land at Lambeth Palace, may

rest assured that every civility and attention will be paid to

anyone that drops in. 

AN ORDINARY DAILY, AT HALF-PAST ONE40

The use of the informal address, ‘Old Joe’, here sug-

gests the desire to maintain a convivial familiarity with

the patrons of The Crown. It further cements the link

between The Crown and the ratepayers attending Vestry

meetings by merit of being placed on the front page of

a new publication that, as the title suggests, was aimed

directly at this market. 

The use of the term Tavern in reference to The Crown

bears examination here. It had historically formed a spe-

cific legal category of drinking place, licensed to sell

wine and associated with the elite and also particularly

with London.41 Clark has suggested that by the nine-

teenth century this categorisation had fallen out of

favour,42 however, in light of references made above to

parochial association meetings and parochial ballots

taking place at Taverns, The Horns and The Clayton

Arms, its use in this period might be seen as an affecta-

tion based on this older classification to connote the

civility to which the advertisement refers. 

The mention of ‘an ordinary served daily, at half past

one’ attests to the fact that dining was one of the servic-

es on offer to this ratepayer market. An ‘ordinary’ was

‘a dinner ready for all comers at a fixed hour in the day,

and at a fixed charge. The host determines on the choice

of good things to constitute the bill of fare; and the diner

partakes of such as may best accord with his palate’.43

Given that ratepayers were comparatively wealthy, the

ordinary, as a dining experience somewhat higher up the

hierarchy of eating places available44 would have

appealed as the respectable dining choice. In context of

the increasing development of more distant parts of the

parish discussed earlier in this chapter, it is not hard to

imagine that Miller’s ordinary would have proved par-

ticularly appealing for those ratepayers who had come

some distance from the suburban south of the parish. 

The serving of the ‘ordinary’ might have been timely in

relation to meetings taking place in the neighbouring

Vestry Hall, which often began at ten or eleven in the

morning.45 Although the exact length of such meetings

isn’t listed, it can be assumed that in many cases they

would have finished in time for lunch.

As we have seen in the last chapter, particularly in the

presence of substantial quantities of china recorded in

insurance policies along with the separate recording of

the kitchen, this service was not an innovation on the

part of the Crown’s mid-nineteenth century proprietors.

The provision of food for patrons, and of comparatively

formal dining if required, had doubtless been taking

place since The Crown was established.

Large quantities of dining wares that would have been

in use at The Crown before 1862 survive in the archae-

ological record. There are nine dinner plates amongst

them, however these would have been from at least

three different sets to judge by their varying patterns

which include several different kinds of transfer printed

ware.46

Knight is emphatic about the way that such meals var-

ied in both content and reputation from place to place,

referring to ‘fine old cheese’ and ‘mutton pies’ that give

‘each place a reputation for some one or other welcome

dish’47 Here, the dining and serving wares from the

Crown may give some indication, with the presence of

three large meat dishes.48

Two ladle bowls and a near intact vegetable tureen

printed with the ‘willow pattern’ design49 (Figs 17 &

18) suggest a degree of ceremony, in that the main

repast might well have been preceeded by soup and

accompanied by vegetables.
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Transfer printed ceramics like these would have been a

ubiquitous part of the experience of individuals from

widely different backgrounds across domestic and pub-

lic contexts in this period.50 They emphasise the shared

experience of Londoners of varied classes of certain

every day experiences in spite of their otherwise inten-

sively socially separated lives,51 a point which applies

just as well within the Crown. Although the surviving

transfer-printed wares feature a variety of different

designs and patterns, there is no evidence to suggest that

different tableware was offered to different customers

based on their status. Further, the presence of transfer

printed wares so ubiquitous in domestic contexts in the

hybrid domestic/public context of the Crown may well

have offered a sense of familiarity, setting customers at

precisely the kind of convivial ease that ‘Old Joe Miller’

was alluding to in his advert. 

However, the Crown probably presented dining oppor-

tunities beyond the ‘ordinary’ referred to above, and

conviviality was born not only of dining but also of

drink. A humorous item entitled ‘Degrees of Drunken-

ness’, included at the bottom of the same column of The

Ratepayer as Miller’s advertisement, refers to an inci-

dent in which:

At the close of a parochial dinner two of the company fell

down stairs, the one tumbled to the first landing place, the

other rolling to the bottom. Some one remarked that the first

seemed dead drunk. - “yes” observed another - “but he is not

so far gone as the gentleman below”.52

This is an indication that drunkenness occurred and was

acceptable at such parochial events, which would pre-

sumably have been attended by both parish officials and

ratepayers. There is also evidence to suggest, however,

that such events were socially differentiated, and that

this was expressed in both food and drink. 

The bill for a parochial dinner at the King’s Head,

(Table 4) on Lambeth High Street, to celebrate the

parish visitation at Easter 1850, lists the victuals offered

to each of the two different ranks of parochial official,

the Clerks and the Beadles.53

The table shows the higher ranking Clerks consumed a

substantial quantity of fortified wines in the form of Port

and Sherry, but refrained from drinking Ale, whereas the

Beadles drank Ale & Porter, complemented by Port and

Brandy. Whether these drinks were what was offered to

the different groups or selected by the individual cannot

be recovered from the bill, but in either case they hint at

a social hierarchy of different drinks for different class-

es of people. 

That similar hierarchies might have been in play at The

Crown is suggested not only by proximity, but also in

the surviving objects. A number of glasses recovered

from the site of The Crown (Figs 19 & 20) resemble

very closely those listed as ‘wines’ in the 1839 cata-

logue of a glass manufacturer based in Blackfriars (Fig.

21), and might well have been used for serving port and

sherry alongside spirits. 
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Similarly the consumption of tea by the Clerks, with its

associations of gentility and middle class civility, is vis-

ible at The Crown in this later period in the form of

numerous teawares including both English porcelain

and Chinese porcelain fabrics.54 There is also evidence

of coffee consumption the Crown in the form of a single

coffee can (Fig. 22). Coffee consumption peaked in

Britain in the 1840s.55 There were, however, certainly

by 1865, alternative places in the vicinity of the Crown

where coffee could be had, as indicated by the sign for

a coffee house visible in Strudwick’s photograph of that

year (Fig. 1).

As a group, the serving, dining and tea wares found at

the Crown can be read as part of ‘the presentation of a

fashionable table, appropriately adorned with silver and

chinaware ...  a symbol of gentility’.56

Working Man’s Leisure

These objects would not, however have been used

solely for the middle class public brought to Church

Street on parochial business. From the 1830s onward a

clearer picture can also be developed of the activities
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Refreshments supplied to

Clerks 

£ s d

5 dinners 12 6

1 Bottle Sherry 5 4

2 Bottles Port 10

Segars 1 6

Sherry & Water 1

Soda & Brandy 1 1

4 Teas 4

TOTAL 1 15 5

Refreshment supplied to

the Beadles

3 Dinners 6

Ale & Porter 6

Brandy 1

Segars 1 6

1 Bottle Port 5

Brandy & Water 1

TORTAL 15

Table 4. Bill for a parish visitation dinner at The King’s Head, Lambeth, Easter 1850.



taking place at The Crown that would have been an

important part of the lives of the working class inhabi-

tants of the district. 

The form of working class leisure with which the

Crown was most consistently associated was borne out

of Lambeth’s close relationship with the Thames, com-

petitive rowing. Evidence of popular rowing races,

such as that between the ‘Hector’ and the ‘Eclipse’

from Westminster Bridge to Kew against the tide, for a

wager of 20 guineas, exists from as early as 1804,57

and an enormous increase in river sports has been

noted between the 1830s and the 1850s.58 In 1838, The

Crown played host to the victory celebration of

Charles Campbell, a waterman who was celebrating a

win of £50 having completed a race from Westminster

Bridge to Putney in 42 minutes.59 At The Crown

Campbell entertained ‘his friends with a supper, and in

the presence of a goodly and “right merrie” party’.60

The question arises here of what was drunk and eaten,

and although we can only speculate, the understanding

developed above of the service of food and drink at

The Crown, combined with the substantial sum that

Campbell had won suggests that it could have been a

sumptuous affair. 

The choice of The Crown for Campbell’s celebration

reflects its integration into the longstanding networks

of Lambeth’s riverine economy. Later reports, from the

1850s, show the Crown being used as a base for the

taking of wagers for sculling races,61 and also as the

meeting place for the Lambeth Unity Rowing Club,

whose members are described as drawn from the

employees of Maudslay and Field’s engineering

works.62

This link between The Crown and the increasing num-

bers of individuals working in the engineering and

metalwork trades in its immediate vicinity occurs, or

certainly only becomes visible, after the departure of

the vestry and the trade it brought to The Crown, an

indication of its continuing social importance on a

local level even after the civic focus of the Parish had

moved elsewhere. Nor was this restricted to the better

off engineers and metalworkers who formed an

increasing part of the population. 
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Figure 21. Apsley Pellatt Catalogue, 1839 
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4. Enduring networks?

Looking just past the end of our period of study at two

newspaper reports of the 1870s suggest that The Crown

may have played a role in the longstanding local net-

work that felt the impact of the construction of the

Albert Embankment most directly, the Watermen. 

Two meetings of the Lambeth Turnway Society are

advertised as taking place at The Crown in 1877.63

Mayhew, two decades earlier, records the close knit

Watermen ‘living in small streets near the river,64 pre-

cisely the kind of spaces demolished during the embank-

ment’s construction. The turnway societies acted as

labour organisations for the Watermen,65 and also social

ones; the meeting advertised in May 1877 is ‘to make

arrangements concerning the Lambeth regatta’.66 The

use of the Crown as a meeting place by the Watermen

after the destruction of Lambeth’s old foreshore might

indicate that it stood as one of the few remaining institu-

tions of the older networks we have seen breaking down

in Lambeth across this period, as well as playing host to

newer groups such as the engineers. 

Conclusion: Excavating new ‘tavern studies’ from

the foundations of the old.

There is of course a limit to what one comparatively

brief study of a single public house in a very specific

context can say to the substantial  historiographies

referred to at the start of this dissertation. That said, a

number of points are raised here as much to consider

ways of moving the ‘tavern studies’ establishment for-

ward as to offer a critique of it.

The consideration of the pub as an amenity is an attempt

to move away from regulatory understandings, a move

inspired by Jennings’ own view of ‘a substantial litera-

ture [that] coupled the pub with drink and treated both

as a social problem ... this approach runs through the

secondary literature and dominates that in primary

sources such as the many volumes of evidence to select

committees and royal commissions which regularly

took up the subject through the nineteenth century’.1 In

trying to avoid this line of enquiry, although in no way

disputing its worth, this study has instead attempted to

understand The Crown from the perspective of what

made people want or need to use it. 

This necessarily brings us to the question of scale. Both

Clark and Jennings in seeking to understand the rela-

tionship between public houses and ‘the people who

gave the institution its life; the publicans and their cus-

tomers’2 have both done so on a far broader scale than

this study has. Whilst these large scale changes are

always qualified, both in terms of regional variation,

and by the overarching qualification that there is no typ-

ical pub.3

It is this large scale that brings us to the first point raised

by the narrative of the Crown, that of periodization.

Clark closes the period of his work with the Beer Act of

1830, which ‘established a new statutory order for the

victualing trade’.4 Thus Clark’s periodization, if not the

substance of his work, is based upon the same kind of

regulatory sources cited above as viewing drink as a

social problem. 

Jennings, in both his earlier work on Bradford and his

later national survey structures his work around the Beer

Act, ‘a real turning point in the history of the public

house’.5 He also provides highly convincing evidence

of the prevalence of the Beerhouse in what he terms

‘shock cities’ where rapid urbanisation had lead to

increased population without a concomitant increase in

licensed premises.6

However in the case of the Crown, where the narrative

has been periodised the same way for the sake of

argument, we see little of the dramatic consequences
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suggested at a national level.7 In fact the periodization

cuts across the tenure of a proprietor, Pierce Tempest,

whose operation of the Crown might well be better

viewed uninterrupted, although given the scale of this

study it is in fact of little consequence to the narrative.

This is, however, not the only case where this periodiza-

tion, at the level of national survey, has cut too cleanly

across a process better seen continuously. 

Other processes, such as the withdrawal of the civic

functions that had previously taken place in the public

house ‘increasingly being moved elsewhere, to town

halls or court houses’ have also, if only with qualifica-

tion, been slaved to this periodization.8

The relationship between The Crown and the Vestry

Hall seen in the previous chapters has the potential to

bring an interesting nuance to this narrative, in that

whilst no formal vestry functions can be seen to take

place there it can be imagined that a considerable quan-

tity of vestry business was the subject of discussion in

its parlour or tap-rooms. Furthermore, the involvement

of other taverns in the civic organisation of Lambeth as

a parish, The Horns and The Clayton Arms would be a

worthy subject of future enquiry. More broadly, and in

relation to the process of withdrawal framed above, the

study of the spatial and social relationships between

public houses or taverns and the new classes of admin-

istrative buildings, such as vestry halls, exchanges, and

courthouses bears considerable further investigation. It

can be speculated that although this process of with-

drawal might have been outwardly driven at least in part

by a disapproval of public drinking, the consideration of

access to public houses might have been of some conse-

quence in siting them. It is of course quite possible that

situations might arise where the reverse situation, in

which such public buildings are sited far away from the

temptations of the public house, was the case as well,

but only more small scale studies of the relationship

between individual public houses and individual public

buildings have the capacity to say. 

The Crown’s architecture, and the sociability played

out its internal spaces which retain their original config-

uration, also call for a nuancing of the narrative that

suggests that new architectural forms, most famously

the gin-shop or gin-palace, dating once again from

around the pivotal year in public house history, 1830,

are deemed to be both reflective of the changing needs

of the urban drinker, and to constitute the first purpose

built public houses.9

As has been seen in the previous chapters, the Crown

was quite clearly constructed with its purpose as a pub-

lic house in mind, and carefully adapted to its urban set-

ting. Thus a broader architectural consideration of the

late-Hanoverian public house, which Jennings has

already laid the foundation for in his work on

Bradford.10

In light of the point that the Crown retains its original

configuration of internal spaces over a period of consid-

erable social change, and yet continues to offer a lively

and convivial trade, the question arises of the point at

which public houses become valued for their history.

This is a common conceit in the present day, investi-

gations of the development and causes of the current

popular preference for the historic pub.
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