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Our Church: Mr W. E. Tyson’s account of the History of St. Nicholas’ 
Church, Blundellsands 1874 to 1920 
 

 
Mr W. E. Tyson was an active member of St. 

Nicholas’ Church throughout his long life, serving in 

many different capacities. Particularly noteworthy 

was his role as Churchwarden from 1929 until 1961, 

during which time he managed numerous building 

and maintenance projects. Mr. Tyson possessed an 

intimate knowledge of the church building.  

      In this history of the Church, written in 1955, he 

tells the story of how the Church – “Our Church” as 

he calls it - came to be built and describes the 

important efforts that were made to enhance the 

building during its first half century. In recognition of 

his exceptional service to St. Nicholas’, Mr. Tyson was 

made Warden Emeritus in 1961. He died in 1971. 

Mr. W. E. Tyson 
 

 
Humble origins and an end to temporary solutions 
       
On the 25th of September 1874, the Church of St Nicholas’ was consecrated by the Lord Bishop 
of Chester, and the new parish rejoiced that “God had put it into the heart of His servants to 
erect this house to his honour and worship.” 
 
      Over a year had passed since Arnold Baruchson had laid the foundation stone close by the 
“Iron Church”, and the wealthy suburb had at last a Church worthy of its dignity and 
importance.  Sir William Forwood, one of Liverpool’s most active and successful Lord Mayors 
dwelling at that time on Burbo Bank Road, at “Ramleh”, records in his autobiography that an 
American visitor expressed great surprise that people who could afford to live in such fine 
houses as he saw scattered about, should be content to worship God in a tin Church! But the 
new Church was actually the third to serve the northern parish by the Mersey, as we must 
begin our survey, not with the laying of the foundation stone of our present Church that 
afternoon of September 4th, 1873, nor even with the opening of the “Iron Church” in July, 
1870, but almost twenty years earlier, when the Crimean War was approaching its final 
stages, in 1855-6.  An old newspaper cutting, folded inside the inventory of articles of 
furniture required for the “Iron Church”, gives an interesting account of the remote 
beginnings of our community.  Our origin is to be found in a small gathering in the cottage of a 
Mrs. Corder, in Green Lane. 
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The Iron Church, Blundellsands 

 
      Blundellsands did not as yet exist. “Our Church” begins in Little Brighton, a “little cluster of 
small dwellings standing amid the sand hills at that time, predominantly a working class area. 
The population is about 190 souls and of these, 147 are of the labouring classes…..there are 
few permanent residents in the better class of houses, most of them being let in the summer 
season, to visitors.”  Mrs. Corder’s cottage was evidently a “dame” school, started for the local 
children, who would otherwise have to go to the schools of the Church of England National 
Society at Crosby or Waterloo, but of that, more anon; we are concerned for the moment with 
Our Church.  It is not quite clear whether the Reverend George Troughton’s “cottage lectures” 
each Thursday evening were services, or part of the educational facilities of the little 
community, probably the former, in which case he must be regarded as the pioneer of St. 
Nicholas’ [he became later the Vicar at Higher Bebington].  The success of this dual venture 
led to an appeal for funds to build a better structure.  In the same book of the “Iron Church” 
mentioned above, is pasted a copy of the circular letter which went out, possibly during 1855.  
In facsimile copperplate handwriting, beneath an engraved sketch of the proposed new 
building, it calls upon all those would “lead these lambs of the Great Shepherd’s fold early to 
read the Holy Scriptures” to contribute towards a new school.  It was evidently something of a 
community venture, “one of the residents of the place having given a piece of land”, the land 
given by “those talented architects Messrs. J.W. and J. Hay of Liverpool.”  There is, 
unfortunately, no record of the response to this fervent circular; it is clear that the sum 
required, upward of £350 was raised, for early in 1856 the new school was opened.  The first 
service was held on the 20th January, 1856 and in the following March, the Lord Bishop of 
Chester licensed St. Barnabas’, Brighton, for Divine Service.  For three years the little mission 
room, for such it seems to have been, was organised by Mrs. Eccles, of Ivy Cottages.  There is 
a battered exercise book, presumably kept by her, and later by her successor, Mr. Peake, 
recording all the priests who officiated each week, and the text from which they preached.  
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They came from Sephton, St. Silas’, St. Pauls Princes Park, St. John’s, Chester, St. Mary’s, 
Bootle, All Souls’, Vauxhall, etc.  The little book occasionally gives some indication of the 
numbers in the little Church: one day in May 1856, 38 took communion, and then, about 
1860, regular attendance figures appear. Presumably, the new secretary, Mr. Peake took over 
then, for Mrs Eccles left the district. The congregations were thus: 40, 66, 34, 53, 27, 30, 36, 
27 and one day 70 [this day, September 2nd, I assume to have been a Harvest Festival].  The 
length of the sermon is also recorded, and very exactly at that: 37 minutes, 44 minutes. In 
February, 1859, we see appearing regularly in place of a variety of visiting clergy, one name, 
the Reverend George W. Tucker, curate of St Luke’s, Crosby, and he seems to be the first 
regular priest ministering to the spiritual needs of Brighton le Sands, the germ of the future 
parish of St. Nicholas’. 
 
      The Reverend G. W. Tucker maintained his work at St. Barnabas’ until about 1866, and the 
infant Church enjoyed the patronage of Mrs. Houghton of Sandheys [one of the lodges of the 
great house of the Houghtons still remains, a melancholic relic, close by the railway bridge 
which leads into Manley Road] – the Houghtons gave generously, and took an active part in 
the services.  In 1866, the departure of the former curate of St. Luke’s, Mr. Tucker to the living 
of East Grinstead came as a severe blow to the church, and indeed, for a short time, the 
services ceased, until resumed by the Reverend J. Cumming Macdona.  After him came the 
Reverend S.C. Armour [later Canon], whose excellent teaching attracted goodly sized 
congregations to the schoolroom.   
 
      Nevertheless, the Canon carried on the divine services until the changing nature of the 
neighbourhood made new accommodation a vital necessity.  In the 1860s, the part of the 
estate of Major Blundell adjoining the shore was laid out for residential purposes [the late Mr. 
Reade, son of the architect, had one of the original maps of the estate, and used to declare 
that it was the earliest example of town planning in the Country].  Men like Arnold Baruchson, 
Sir William Forwood, Joseph Gardner, came to live in the new suburb, and thus the whole 
nature of the parish underwent a revolutionary change, and the little schoolroom no longer 
sufficed. In May 1870, a committee [no names extant, beyond that of the Secretary, Mr. P.B. 
McQuie] provided a notebook containing a list of furnishings and necessities for a new 
Church.  The Committee announced that they had leased land from Major Blundell at the 
south east end of Warren Road, and hoped to have erected an “Iron Church” ready for 
worship in the first week of July.  They invited residents of Blundellsands to write their name 
opposite such items as interested them, and it affords an illuminating comment on progress 
made these eighty years in contrast the simple furnishings in that little book with the comfort 
and beauty we enjoy in our church today: the simple altar [“Deal 3L. Oak 5L”] – the 
contractors provided this; the napkins [white damask 27 ins. Square, about 5/- each”], the 
organ [“Style H Price £50” – it requires, of course, a second person to blow”].Mr. McQuie’s 
expenses in that first year indicate his activity – had the workmen to be hustled? “Allowance 
to workmen re completion of Church £1”.  
 
A Church of worthier design 
 
The organ was brought to his house “Workmen taking organ to house 5/- “and then conveyed, 
for a further 5/-, to the “Iron Church”.  The primitive House of God had a short life, and the 
candid comment of the American visitor previously noticed, led Sir William Forwood to ask 
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the Reverend B. S. Darbyshire to go round the district with him raising money for a Church of 
worthier design. The tour was not too successful, the pair receiving promises of only £1450, so 
the technique adopted in the case of St. Barnabas’ was again used, and a circular letter, 
headed by the usual steel engraving showing the proposed Church, was drawn up. The letter 
announces that the committee had settled its dispute with Lieutenant Colonel Blundell on 
their tenancy of his land for the “Iron Church”, and have bought freehold land adjacent. A 
competition had apparently been held, and the design of Hays of Liverpool had been chosen.  
The new Church, shown here with a most imposing tower, [a structure impossible to erect on 
the sand near the Mersey] would accommodate 700, would cost £5,000, and of this sum, 
£2,100 had already [this was in October 1872] been promised.  
 

 
St. Nicholas’ Church, Blundellsands – original design 
 
      The scorned “Iron Church” would sell for a further £500, and it was hoped to begin 
building the following spring, by which time the committee hoped prices would have fallen.  
Their expectations were not apparently realised, for Arnold Baruchson did not lay the 
foundation stone until 4th September 1873.  The total cost of St. Nicholas’, with land and 
endowment, was £7,000.  Nor did the committee rest upon its laurels: it was soon busy 
planning a gigantic effort in Liverpool to embellish further the fine new church by the Mersey.  
In March 1878, meetings began to formulate a mighty Bazaar – to be held in St. George’s Hall, 
and in the spring and summer of 1878, committees and secretaries were busy arranging floral 
screens, a “Hindu Temple”, bands, refreshments, inviting Lords Sefton and Derby, and 
collecting all the time, subscriptions to pay off their remaining debts and to provide further 
endowment: by June, before the Bazaar, they had collected £990, and were soon deep in 
discussion about a new organ. 
 
      An Organ Committee was very active: tenders were considered from eleven firms, the 
Vicar, the Reverend Darbyshire and W.S. Barrett went off to Sheffield, new stops were 
discussed and specified, the old organ was sold for £75, and at last the committee, one 
evening in November 1878, heard the new organ, built by Brindley and Foster, prior to its 
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public appearance on Thursday evening, 28th November 1878.  It had cost £600, and had 
caused a little dissension – there is a letter from the Vicar, who was staying at Llanfair-is-gaer 
Rectory in July, thanking Forwood for his telegram, and agreeing with him that £650 was too 
much for Brindley and Foster’s Organ – “Willie would build one for £700”.  Towards the end of 
July, Forwood wrote from his holiday resort at Fellborough on Windermere, protesting against 
too great expenditure on the organ: either spend £200 on the old organ, or buy a new one for 
£500 – “Let those members of the congregation who want a powerful instrument supplement 
the amount. It is so hard to get our people to give, and I can see so many ways in which we 
can spend the £250 left in hand to advantage.”  
 
      The visit to the organ works at Sheffield was the last task of the Reverend Darbyshire, and 
a year after that visit, a representative gathering assembled to meet the new incumbent, the 
Reverend C. D. Winslow, on 24th September 1879. The new Vicar outlined a policy of 
promoting unity among Liverpool Churches – they might, for example, adopt a City Church, 
might have a collection on Sunday evenings instead of merely holding a plate at the door, for 
the support of various societies he favoured.  The committee then passed to its plans for the 
further enlargement of St. Nicholas’.  
 
Embellishing the new church  
 
Our Church has indeed a history of constant improvement from the days of the humble “Iron 
Church” right up to our own day.  From the minutes of the committees it is obvious that the 
congregation was steadily growing: this is the period of the industrial expansion of Bootle – 
the dock system was spreading steadily northwards, and I have no doubt but that this 
neighbouring development had considerable effect on the growth of Blundellsands. 
   
      W. S. Barrett was deputed to confer with the architect, Barry, as to the best means of 
enlarging the Church: should they build out a new vestry? Or add a new bay at the west end? 
Forms were to be placed between the north and south doors, and furthermore, for the 
benefit of strangers, and pews vacant after the Venite could be occupied! Indeed, in the 
January of 1880, Sir William Forwood even proposed another “Iron Church” as a “Chapel of 
Ease”.   
 
      In other ways, the community of St. Nicholas’ was developing: in December 1879, a parish 
magazine was decided upon; “Church Visitors” were appointed “for the distribution of relief” 
and, presumably for the encouragement of thrift, W. S. Barrett was, in December 1879, 
instructed to seek out details of a “Penny Bank”: here is evidence of the blending of the new 
community of Blundellsands with the old village unit of St. Barnabas’. 
       
      Meanwhile, the building urge continued.  Subscription lists were again opened, Messrs. 
Forwood and Barrett, those indefatigable men of affairs, were constantly closeted with 
architects and builders, plans and sketches were pored over at each committee meeting.  The 
Tower of the original plan was discussed; the Vicar was instructed to seek Queen Anne’s 
Bounty to build a “parsonage” (The vicarage began, I am told, in Victoria Road, was secondly 
at “Rath” in the Serpentine, and later still was in Holden Road).  The Vicar wanted a “Mission 
House” in Brighton (later Jubilee) Road.  The contract of Hugh Yates for £450 to make 
alterations to the vestry, re-erect the Baruchson memorial, was accepted in the March of 
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1880.  The alterations at the east end did not go well, for in the December, Yates was applying 
for his money, and the committee were plying the architect with lists of items from the plans 
not completed; the contract had been held up for want of stone, Yates being delayed days 
and weeks by the shortage.  In August 1881, the active building committee went ahead to 
consider the question of building a vicarage – this to cost up to £1,750, on plans to be 
prepared by T. Mellard Reade.  The intense activity was broken by a report from Mr Reade as 
to the state of the extremely steeply pitched roof, which is such an architectural feature of 
our Church. Incidentally, amidst their architectural preoccupations, the committee did not 
neglect their social obligations: they offered to pay the Waterloo Dispensary £15 for the year, 
in return for the treatment of 150 patients, but Waterloo refused to entertain the proposition. 
But to resume the committee’s anxious deliberations: just after Christmas 1881, Barrett wrote 
to the Reverend C. de B. Winslow to say that the roof urgently needed attention – there 
should be an early meeting, and “everything must remain in abeyance until the necessary 
funds for this are collected”.  T. Mellard Reade reported that the rafters had spread through 
the vibration from heavy gales – the Church would then be far more exposed than now – and 
needed over £500 spent on it for tying and boarding in between the rafters to “render the 
roof of one mass.” So Church activity through 1882, 1883 and 1884 was concerned with three 
projects – the strengthening of the roof, and erection on it of a bell turret – the original roof 
had not been sufficiently strong – and the enlargement of the west end of the Church, and 
these tasks were not concluded in peace.  The committee were involved in an acrimonious 
dispute with Yates the builder.  The architect was Thomas D. Barry of Commerce Court in 
Liverpool, and in November 1882 he supplied plans for a baptistry and lengthened north and 
south aisles, Yates’s contract was signed and operations began on the south end: the new 
year, 1883, opened with another panic, for the architect pointed out that the work required a 
faculty from the Bishop, so a notice had to be affixed to the Church door, time allowed to 
elapse to allow for objections.  The Reverend Winslow had to attend a court in the vestry of 
St. Nicholas’ Liverpool, held for the Chancellor, and so, back to work.  
 
      In April, Barry reported that he had given much thought to the turret – it must be strong, 
being exposed, subject to wind and vibration, so additional timbers had to be put in to 
support the weight, and then “in view of the turret in the chapel opposite” (Wesleyan?) he 
felt that a plain zinc covering was “too bald and cold”, so he had ordered ornamental zinc with 
“stamped diaper or fish scale pattern” – these items to cost an extra £22!  As the committee 
had been counting its assets in the preceding March, it rather sharply replied that it “did not 
feel disposed to sanction any additional expenditure upon the bell turret”, which drew from 
the architect the tart rejoinder: “We feel quite confident that the committee do not intend 
that we should pay for what has been done entirely for their benefit.”  The committee 
eventually paid, only to run into another dispute, this time with Yates: he wanted a further 
£7.10 for fitting crockets (small decorations along the angles of the turret) and a further £20 
for providing new tracery in the west window – he had been unable to use the old stonework 
“I shall charge the committee with all the cost of the present delay, and shall not be 
responsible for any damage done to the Church caused by such delay.”  The unhappy incident 
dragged on into 1884, for in the March of that year, the Treasurer was instructed to pay Yates 
£40 in final settlement of various claims he had made, and subsequently he reported that he 
had received “no reply of a definite nature”, whatever that may imply! 
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      The whole affair seems to have been most unpleasant, with Yates pressing constantly for 
payment of “just debts”, “..if their word is good for anything, I shall expect to be paid it” and 
the committee standing on its contractual rights.  Amid this discord over such a small part of 
the structure, it is quite a relief to note Barrett and the architect worrying over the mechanics 
of bell ringing: “The sound will certainly be better and the labour of ringing less if the cord was 
brought down into the Church between the pulpit and the organ front – we fear that the 
ringer being in sight of the congregation would be unsatisfactory…we think that there is too 
much loose cord attached” (June 1883). To crown all, T. Mellard Reade was still pressing for 
£5-5-0 inspection fee for examining the roof in December 1881, in August 1885! 
 
Queen Victoria’s Jubilee: to celebrate St Nicholas’ organizes a social gathering of the aged 
poor of Brighton-le-Sands 
 
It is a relief to turn from technicalities and wrangles to a pleasant Saturday function on 2nd July 
1887, which, quite by chance, I came across in the yellowing pages of the “Bootle Times” of 
that year.  It concerns a gathering, a Jubilee occasion, of the “aged poor of Brighton-le-Sands” 
in the National Schoolroom in Warrenhouse Road, an occasion suggested by “two well-known 
tradesmen, Thomas Mawdesley and John Roughley”.  At half past two, the female portion of 
the party assembled at the schoolhouse, and were conveyed in half a dozen carts for a drive 
round the pretty villages of Thornton, Sefton, Ince Blundell and Little Crosby…about 7 o’clock 
the entire company to the number of a hundred and fifty, sat down to a substantial tea, 
catered for in a most satisfactory style by Mrs. Knubley of Mersey View.  The interior of the 
building had been prettily decorated with flags and banners by the coastguards from the 
station on the shore, while the tables were tastefully embellished with plants kindly lent for 
the occasion by Mr. S Rose and Mr. J Thomas….among the old people partaking of the tea was 
a patriarchal old lady named Mrs Johnson, of Brighton Street and now in her 95th year.  After 
the cloth had been removed, the chair was taken by Mr. W. S. Barrett, J.P., and he was 
supported by the Reverends C. De B. Winslow, B. S. Darbyshire etc.  Mr. Barrett having briefly 
opened the proceedings in felicitous terms, a lengthy but varied miscellaneous programme 
was entered upon.  Interesting and ably rendered songs, recitations and musical selections 
were contributed by Messrs. M. Murphy, G. Hill, F. Clay, Billington, J. Pyatt, Stead, P. Lunt, 
Mayers, C. Roughley, F. Richards, and a very juvenile artiste, Miss Aggie Stead.  Mr. H. Clarke 
presided at the pianoforte in a most efficient manner. During an interval, a very interesting 
assault at arms was given by a number of the coastguards, the cutlass exercises being 
accomplished with great dexterity, and loudly applauded by the audience. 
 
W. D. Caroe: a London architect with local connections 
 
After that Dickensian interlude, the church records return to the further development of our 
beautiful building.  In March 1891, the Reverend Winslow received a letter from W. D. Caroe, 
whose memorial can be seen on the west wall outside the baptistry, and who wrote quite a 
standard textbook on Sefton Church. He is discussing a design for the “Ascension Window” 
and sends a drawing: he has designed it “in character with the whole Church, all the arches of 
which are very pointed, and you will notice how it gives effect to the design of the circle in the 
head of the window.” (The Reverend Winslow had also, it appears, desired to fill a two light 
window in memory of his son, “Christ among the Doctors would make an admirable subject, 
though I cannot work it out in detail until I have a drawing of the window.”) Though the Caroe 
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family were settled in Blundellsands, W. D. was a London architect, but he assured the Vicar 
that “the Council need not worry having a London Architect – it will not add one penny to the 
cost.”  
 
      There follows, in May 1891, quite an interesting argument between the architect and the 
Vicar on the style of our east window: the Vicar wanted the line in the centre light, dividing 
upper and lower figures, removed.  “The strong, straight line immediately over the lower 
subjects is intended to form them into a predella of the greatest value in the three windows 
taken together…the value of a predella giving richness and proportions to designs which have 
more height than width is recognised through all great periods…I don’t think you need fear 
the apparent crowd of figures, the more figures the richer the effect is likely to be.”  But Caroe 
was not only required to advise the Council on artistic matters, he was also called in on the 
difficult questions arising from the steepness of the roof’s pitch.  It tended to push outwards 
against the wall, it was a weak structure, there was a “cold bare effect” there being no 
chancel arch, though, admits Caroe, this is probably good from the standpoint of sound.  He 
proposed boarding the whole space, panelled over chancel and south choir aisle, plain board 
over the nave.  He said also that a beam across the Church would strengthen it – Caroe drew 
in a Rood, but that was not “a point….that I would press against the opposition whose 
susceptibilities might be aroused” …”You can erase it by placing a piece of paper over it.” For 
this, he estimated a cost of £725.  Evidently there was still some heartache over the west end 
over which the battle raged almost ten years earlier: “I regret I cannot suggest any 
improvement to the west end which would not be more costly than I consider worthwhile 
adopting.” …save that he suggested possibly over the arch leading into the baptistry, a niche 
with a figure or a finial (decorated point) over it, “whereby the ungainly space between the 
windows would be broken.” At the end of August, Caroe investigated still further the defects 
of the Church and offered interesting plans for further beautifying the exterior, deprived of its 
original noble spire, and having the rather ineffectual substitute of a slender fleche astride its 
ridge for the bell. He planned a tower, not too heavy, surmounted by a saddleback roof, 
above where the organ is situated.  Thus, the organ would occupy a better position, and “will 
not require to hide itself away under low arches, as at present”; there would be around a 
hundred extra seats, as his scheme included also modifications to the interior of the west end 
“now a very ugly piece of design and a blot upon the Church.” 
 
Paying for the enhancements 
 
And now came into existence the little half tower on the north side of the Church, and the 
parishioners had to set to work again to raise a considerable sum – Caroe quoted two 
schemes, one for £2550, and a second, for £1750 – I fancy the lower figure won the day, for 
the short tower is today barely noticeable as a tower, and would certainly have given better 
balance to the exterior experience of St. Nicholas’ had it been raised higher.  Caroe wanted to 
remove the fleche, “which is very unworthy”, but it remains, unless, of course, he built a 
larger structure than existed at that date.  Money had to be found too for modifying the 
organ, and adorning the front of the baptistry – the niche and highly decorated finial can be 
seen and at the foot of the west wall is an ornate slab commemorating the whole Caroe 
family.  In December 1892, Lady Forwood opened a three day bazaar in the “Alexandra 
Assembly Rooms”.  The “Southport Visitor” records that the building was opened in 1874 at a 
cost of £7,000 and the proposed improvements would cost a further £4,000.  The Vicar 
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presided over a large assembly on the Thursday, Sir William gave a brief sketch of the history 
of the Church: “he had been present at a great many similar gatherings but had never seen 
such a fine display of fancy articles before…When St. Nicholas’ was opened eighteen years 
ago, the district was sparsely populated, but was now one of the most populous suburbs of 
Liverpool.” 
 
      The Hall had been got up to represent “The quaint town of St. Malo in Normandy.  On 
entering the room, the visitors are surrounded by old fashioned buildings representing a 
bygone period.  In the distance, the sea is shown guarded by a wall and garrison towers.  The 
buildings in addition are gracefully draped in art colours and the fine art stall in green and 
terra cotta muslin…”  
 
      In the afternoon, Miss Edith Probyn conducted her orchestra in “several graceful and 
accomplished performances.” Miss Hellier and Mr. Lomax, of the Lytton Amateur Dramatic 
Company, played a “Comedietta” - “A Husband in Clover”.  The bazaar was very successful 
with takings of £705, £456, £391, a total of £1562. 
 
Caroe’s work continues amidst delays and debates about designs 
 
But meanwhile, the constructional work and planning went ahead.  There seems to have been 
some discussion on Caroe’s beam. “The beam was, of course, introduced to tie the walls 
together, and whether you have the Rood or not, I hope you will adopt the beam.”….”I am 
sorry the introduction of the Rood, quite a secondary consideration, caused any trouble”…The 
stream of letters continues through the summer of 1891, and at the same time, Caroe and the 
Vicar were discussing the memorial window (which can be seen in the west wall near the 
north porch).  The Vicar objected to the design, that Christ should be close to his mother, 
since he would whisper to her, “Wist ye not” etc, which drew from the architect a lengthy 
discussion on the ethics of art: “If we want to be realistic, we should reserve it for something 
else than stained glass.”   
 
      The delays throughout 1891-2 are rather surprising: tenders were sent out twice – 
“Hughes and Stirling took great umbrage at further tenders being asked, and wrote some 
strong and unpleasant letters”…Brown and Backhouse of Liverpool wrote that they could not 
carry out their tender “at the low prices quoted many weeks ago.” Webster of Bootle 
apparently carried the day, though, in March 1893, Caroe writes, “Poor Webster will be 
greatly put about to be out of it.  He told me he was determined to let no-one cut him out 
unless they did it for less than cost price.”…and that seems to let in Woods: “How soon can I 
know about Woods? I would like to get him started before I go away to Italy at the end of this 
month (March 14th 1893). No wonder Caroe exclaimed in one of his letters: “My experience of 
Liverpool contractors is most unsatisfactory!” 
 
      It is very difficult amidst a tangle of letters on several subjects – building a tower to the 
north, boarding in the roof, altering the baptistry, filling in the east window, and, finally, in 
1893, discussing the construction of a reredos – to pick out what actual progress in building 
was being made – all which is presented is a complex list of difficulties: the problem seems to 
resolve itself roughly thus: the work on the baptistry would appear to be proceeding during 
1892, as also was the boarding of the roof spaces, and, presumably, the tower (no further 
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mention of it occurs), and the window and reredos questions arise during 1893.  The east 
window led to much discussion, and Caroe evidently devoted much time and thought to its 
design and its relations with a reredos.  He was working for Lord Sefton out at St Helens, 
Sefton, and he shows in his letters great devotion to the task he had in hand. 
 
      Caroe says the window was being made in a letter dated March 1891. In October of that 
year, he asks if any inscription should go on the window, and on December 9th, 1891, he says 
he is going to Powell’s in the east end of London to see the completed window then they “can 
send it down so as to be fixed before Christmas.”  That was not done – I think it probable that 
Sir William Forwood suggested the reredos, and the need to consider complementary design, 
put back the scheme.  James Powell, of the Whitefriars Glassworks, writes in February 1892, 
that the architect Caroe had shown him designs for a reredos with the crucifixion as central 
subject.  The pinnacle of the reredos would be no detriment to the window design, but he 
suggested omitting the lower tier of subjects and substituting simple grisaille work in its place 
(grisaille is a grey green mosaic without picture).  Powell suggests Christ in Glory in place of 
the crucifixion.   
 
      The window has not arrived at the beginning of 1893, for there is an indignant letter from 
Caroe: “It would be fatal to all our schemes if Mr. Inglis obtains his glass from anyone else but 
Powell’s….I think it is a pity you do not at once put down your foot and save Mr Inglis the 
expense of having a design made.  Because he happens to be a Philistine is no reason why the 
Church should be spoilt, especially the east end.”  - this was in January 1893.  Caroe discusses 
the design in the same month: he seems torn between the Passion and the Resurrected 
Christ.  “On the whole I am inclined to recommend the Transfiguration.  I think the number of 
figures will compose better with the number in the Ascension window, and moreover, I am 
very loath to part with that beautiful figure of the Transfigured Christ which has been 
designed.  The Transfiguration and Ascension too are subjects which are so much 
allied.”…”The whole would compose into something which I feel confident would be reckoned 
among the not too many stained glass successes of the period we live in.” 
 
Caroe unhappy as new donor creates design controversy 
 
Work continued on the various schemes set on foot by Mr. Caroe, but in March 1893, 
occurred a development evidently very disturbing to the architect, for he wrote a full 
statement from Alassio in Italy, where he had gone on holiday, in protest, on the 5th April.  
Having last heard that the London firm of Powell were carrying out the construction of the 
east window, it now appears that the design for the central light is now being produced by the 
Royal Munich Establishment.  Obviously a new donor has appeared, for Caroe says, “It is 
invidious to criticise the would-be gift of a generous donor,” but, he protests, the planning has 
aimed at the production of a harmonious whole – the roof, one side light (costing £300), the 
“Holy Table” are all complete, the reredos designed – its plan was then on exhibit at the Art 
Gallery at Liverpool, “with the warm approval of distinguished members of your 
congregation.”  The centre light should correspond. Moreover, says he, the German style aims 
at “sentimental and pictorial effects, which have been well described as of the Christmas card 
order.” – he states the theory that stained glass is an architectural accessory, so should have 
flat architectural treatment.  
 



11 
 

      Again, the Munich figures are one and a half times the size of those in the side wings of the 
east window.  The colouring too would be vastly different: “If you placed the Children’s 
window in the south chapel side by side with the Powell window fixed, you would get a truer 
effect of what the opposition would be.” Caroe is patently very deeply moved: of the filling of 
the tracery heads, “I am loath to say fully what I think”…the grisaille filling of the German 
design “of the meanest and commonest order, of an order which one sees too often in our 
streets and would fain not see repeated in our Churches”…”were it executed (the design) you 
might almost as well, perhaps better, have thrown the £600 already spent upon the other 
windows, into the sea.” 
 
      He concludes his argument with the statement that he hopes the donor will be sufficiently 
public spirited to give the contract to Powell or another English firm – Kempe. And I deeply 
regret that the documents on this case cease at that tantalising point.  
 
      Whilst on a general view, the three windows in the east bay appear to have the unity of 
colouring and design for which Caroe pleaded so earnestly, a careful comparison of the three 
lights will show the difference in technique between the centre window and the two outside 
ones.  The Crucifixion is definitely in more realistic style, and the figures have a more natural 
and photographic quality than have the statuesque figures in the side pictures. 
 
      It is remarkable to note, as one reads through various records, how continuous is the 
steady development and growth of the Church.  In the early years of the twentieth century, 
the ornate tablet to the Reverend Winslow was unveiled (1902). Again, Mr. Caroe was the 
designer (it is interesting to note that there is still – in 1955 – an E. A. G. Caroe at the Danish 
Consulate in Fenwick Street, Liverpool), and £539-13-2d was subscribed.  The Bishop and Mrs 
Winslow attended the unveiling, and all subscribers received a circular letter and photograph 
of the tablet (I wonder how many of these reminders of nearly sixty years ago are still hidden 
away in old writing cases?).  Through 1903 and 1904, The Vicar, the Reverend C. L. Carr, and 
the Council are constantly considering and debating the consolidation and extension of the 
progress of the young Church: a sub-committee is to consider a suitable building for a Sunday 
School and Mission in Brighton Road; the work of the parish is obstructed by the need for a 
parish room; estimates for a wooden flooring and electric lighting were obtained (we are in 
1904 now), the Vicar started a “Children’s Service for children of better class on Sunday 
afternoon.”  
 
      The Vicar seems to have been overworked – the Council announced that it was their wish 
that he should be relieved from “anxiety as to the conduct of the services during the next few 
months” and had made provisional arrangements with Mr. Powell to undertake Sunday duty 
for six months at the usual remuneration which would amount to £30 in all! One gets the 
impression that a core of workers were striving for the expansion of the Church but that there 
was need for more vigorous congregational life; the Vicar was ill throughout the latter half of 
1904, Mr. Powell continued until Christmas 1904, and as he was retained to help the 
Reverend Carr, the Council were dispensing with the Church Army van!  - they were “holding 
their own…but ought to be making continual and steady progress.  Leading laymen should 
back up the Clergy and help to win to the Church those who do not attend Church at all.”  
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      The Vicar called upon the Council to wipe off about £1,000 debt on the vicarage, attend to 
the cleaning of the Church, provide parish rooms, secure a site for a Church at Hall Road, and 
apparently Mr. Yates’s operations on the baptistry had resulted in its two doors being 
permanently closed – it would be interesting to hear from some older member of the 
congregation what exactly were the adjustments to the west end of the Church in the closing 
years of the nineteenth century. 
 
      The years of 1903 and 1904 were years of the lull before the great effort to provide the 
parish hall.  £10 was raised as a gift to the verger, Southwood; Mr. Watson, the organist, 
retired, was thanked for the “efficient character of the services and for the admirable example 
of reverence, devotion and earnestness which he has set.”  Of three chairmen, Messrs. James, 
Bennett and Holden, Mr. James was appointed to succeed (his success would seem to have 
won rapid recognition, for shortly afterwards, the Council records a gift of £25 in recognition 
of the great improvement in the Church music, which sum Mr. James suggested be devoted to 
repair of the organ).  In November 1904, the wardens sent out a circular, suggesting an 
assessed value of 15/- each “seating”, a levy which raised £61-4-0 towards the heating and 
lighting.  The Reverend C. Lisle Carr wanted to arrange a “soiree” whereat all parishioners 
might meet, but social policy must give way to the pressing needs of the growing community; 
the soiree was abandoned for that year, and the Council got down to the details of a great 
effort for the proposed hall.  The date, in May 1905, was fixed, a Committee and stallholders 
appointed, openers proposed – Sir William Forwood, the Countess of Derby or Sefton. Of the 
Bazaar itself, there is no record in the documents belonging to the Church – again, there must 
be copies still in the possession of older members of the Church.  In due course, the sum of 
£1870 was announced, a Committee was set up, to consider plans and negotiate for the site 
adjacent to the Church.  The Bazaar must have inspired other gifts – Mr. and Mrs. Dowell gave 
£250 towards the debt on the vicarage, Mr. Edgecombe and Miss Keeling offered a pulpit as a 
memorial to Mr. and Mrs. Keeling.  As a matter of current interest, it was at the meeting of 
22nd May 1905, that Mr. Ryder suggested it was “more decorous for the sidemen to return in 
pairs to the foot of the Chancel steps after having placed the offertories in the alms dish.”  It 
would be interesting to search our parochial memories as to the procedure prior to this 
innovation. 
      
Building a church hall 
 
The records of the Church Hall Committee bulk largely in the year 1906.  A meeting in the 
Vicarage near the end of January was attended by Mr. Gilbert Fraser of Castle Street, the 
architect.  It was decided that there should be no ceremonial stone laying, and all details were 
examined and checked with the thoroughness and keen business sense which characterised 
the deliberations of our Church leaders at the turn of the century.  The land for a Church Hall 
had been bought a quarter of a century before, £700 of the £1000 endowment having been 
invested in it.  The land was sold to the Hall Trustees for £708-10s and the proceeds, with the 
Dobell donation, paid off the mortgage on the Vicarage.   
 
      Gilbert Fraser’s plans provided for a new vestry, with lavatory and kitchen, a hall seating 
300, and a gallery seating 70 more, two classrooms which could be shut off, and two 
cloakrooms, the whole to be carried out in materials to match the fabric of the Church.  The 
cost proved too high by some £600 and a plan modifying the gallery had to be substituted.  
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The Church had numerous projects on hand in the preceding autumn of 1905 – the old pulpit 
was removed, the Vicar had two applications for it, and eventually offered it in 1908 to the 
Church of St Emmanuel, Fazakerley, a window was put in in memory of J. B. Harrison, 
estimates received for new windows in the baptistry.  
 
      So, into 1906: in February, the Council considered the cost of tiling a front porch, the 
charge for restoring the wall of the Lady Chapel and Vestry gable wall, in April and June, they 
discussed the Hall Gallery and the question of lighting – a letter advised the hall committee 
that “the Crosby Free Library” had some fittings – “electroliers” – for sale; in July, estimates 
for asphalting the walks and tilling the edges by them, Herd’s estimate for electric light at 
£103-7 came up, a roll up screen for the lantern, oaken gates at Harlech Road (£19 was too 
dear – offer Bullens £17-10), sockets for an awning at Harlech Road entrance; in September, 
Joseph Gardner offered chairs from the old Mission Hall, and all this time,  no reference 
appears to the actual building operations.  On Friday 28th September, the sub-committee 
moved from their meeting place at…………..and “adjourned to the Hall itself to inspect same, 
and general approval was expressed with its appearance.” Actually, the Hall was “handed over 
by the trustees” on Wednesday November 14th, 1906, and at the time, it was specified that 
“there be no dancing or dramatic performances.” The total cost reached finally £2,582-11-6d. 
 
      After the details of the Church Hall construction, the tempo of St Nicholas’ life slows 
considerably, and indeed there are gaps in the records which render it impossible to render a 
chronological account.  The Vicar, the Reverend Martin Linton Smith, whose first signature 
appears under the meeting on 28th September 1906, was offered a three months holiday in 
Asia Minor, a princely offer, the details of which would be very interesting.  He declined the 
offer, but being pressed by the Bishop to accept, he left the Council meeting whilst the 
situation was discussed, and on his return he was urged to take the offer. Exasperatingly, 
there is no further reference to the trip: the minute book of the Bootle Deanery, one volume 
of which is amongst the Church records, tells of a lecture by the Reverend Linton Smith at 
Seaforth Vicarage, on “an Underground Dawn, the history, teaching and art of the early 
Church.” – “beautiful limelight views many of which the lecturer had taken himself.” – 
perhaps he took them on his vacation, but that is the only hint I can find. 
 
      This intriguing matter apart, the next three years offer nought but routine administration – 
the tracery of the West window is in a bad state of repair, they must improve the drainage, 
pew rents are discussed, the Bishop sends his congratulations on “the reverent manner the 
Choir sang the psalms,” and then towards the end of 1909 came another of those calls to 
activity which characterise the progress of the parish church.  A collection on 26th June, 1910, 
yielded the amount of £611-6-7 and the Vicar and Council gave contracts for decoration and 
new flooring of the aisles and chancel.  Those momentous years, 1911 and 1912, when strikes, 
suffragettes and international tensions were disrupting the World around, offer nought in the 
records but the deaths of the two stalwarts, R. J. Hagger and Joseph Gardner after much 
yeoman service in the development of the new Church.  The next major operation required of 
the faithful of St. Nicholas’ was attention to the organ. 
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A new organ    
  
 “The action (of the organ)”, we are told, “required very great exertion of muscular strength to 
use it, and placed an undue strain on any organist.”  One member of the Council, Mr. Denbigh, 
suggested that the organist might assist the congregation to join more in the singing and a 
month later, an improvement in the organ playing was noted.  Nevertheless, plans for the 
replacement went on apace.  June 8th 1912 produced a collection of £969-10-04 and promises 
of a further £266-11-00, the organ was advertised for sale at a suggested figure of £200, and 
Mr. Gilbert Fraser brought plans for a new organ chamber.  Eight firms were asked to submit 
tenders for a new organ.  Messrs Norman and Beard were given the job, for £1480 and an £86 
motor, and this question of the organ provides the main agenda as Europe drifted towards 
war.  In April 1914, we had £1385, and would require an overdraft of £700 at 4.5%, the 
Council inspected the new organ, and were disappointed with the external finish of the west 
end of the organ; the entrance door for the organist was “not sufficient and not in keeping 
with the dignity of the Church.”  In June and July, the Council considered the design for the 
organ screen, suggesting the pipes be coloured instead of silvered, but an entry for March 
1915 baldly announces that no further expense be incurred because of the war. 
 
The Great War and St Nicholas’ 
 
The references to the 1914-18 war are indeed regrettably scant – ecclesiastical business has 
faint echoes of war, but of flesh and blood there is none. The Vicar announced, in March 
1915, that he had volunteered as a chaplain, the Bishop recommended insurance for £16,200 
and £2,650 for the Church and Hall respectively, against “aircraft and bombardment.”  A 
collection was approved for a Roll of Honour.  The organist, Mr. Wilcock, left also on “war 
duty”, £30 was voted him for the duration, half his salary, and temporary arrangements were 
made for church music.  In May 1918, by which time Dr. Linton Smith had been appointed 
Bishop of Warrington, the Council was expressing concern for spiritual conduct of the Parish, 
since the former Vicar had been away for two years. The new Vicar, Reverend Selwyn Smith, 
withdrew from their discussions, and the Council charged its Secretary to write to the Bishop 
stressing the desirability of their Vicar remaining in charge of his flock. I conclude, from later 
references, that this recommendation was ineffective, for in May 1918, the Bishop wrote 
appointing Mr Hartley, whose identity I cannot fathom (he was awarded £75 for Sunday duty 
during the autumn of 1917, to the joint administration of St Michael’s during the absence of 
the Vicar there, Reverend Gerald Jones.  The Church village went into conference on their 
joint arrangements.  At the same meeting, an increase in salary to £250 was voted to the 
Curate the Reverend T. H. Florence, though the Vicar expressed the hope, in January 1919, 
that he would be able to offer the “title to a curacy” to a young officer hoping shortly to be 
demobilised, but it is recorded that he “was prevented from accepting.” 
 
      The War Memorial Fund was allocated for stained glass in the three west windows (this 
was in May 1918) and it was further proposed that any surplus be devoted to the completion 
of the reredos and panels in the sanctuary, and a new Rood Screen. 
 
      Whilst the statesmen of Europe were embroiled in the vast complexities of post-war 
settlement in 1919, a committee at the vicarage in June 1919, appointed W. D. Caroe 
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architect; he was to prepare a scheme for the Memorial window.  There is, unfortunately, no 
such detailed correspondence as was available in discussion of the east windows – we are told 
merely that Mr. Caroe sent Suggestions A and B, and A was adopted, and the work was 
expected to be “in hand” in March 1920.  


