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1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

1.6

ABSTRACT

Pre-ConstructArchaeologyltd. conducted anar chaeologicalwatchingbriefand  archaeological
evaluation bytrial -trenching at65- 70W hiteLion Street, Islingtononthe20 " ofSeptember2013
and between the 8" and12 " ofJune 2015 respectively. Theworkwascarriedoutinadvanceof
redevelopment of the site for mixed commercial and residential purposes.The watching brief
monitoredthe excavationofeightgeotechnicalpit  sagainstthewallsof standing buildingsand
recorded little more thanrecentmade ground. The evaluationinvolvedthe excavationofthree

trenches,oneinanextemalcarparkarea andtwowithinagarage/warehousebuilding.

Althoughheavilytruncatedin  someareas,naturalQuatemaryTerracesandsandgravelswere
recorded in two of the evaluation trenches and there was limited evidence for post -medieval

agriculturalactivity towardsthenorthofthesite.

The mainphasesofdevelopmentonthesitedatedfromtheearly19 " centuryonwards,though
residualartefactualmaterialfrom earlierperiodswasalsorecoveredfromcontexts. Theearliest
post-agricultural layersidentified comprised anumberofdumpingandground- raisingdeposits,
recorded intwoofthetrenches. Thesedatedfromthe early 19 " centurybutinthe earlytomid
19" centurytherewasstructuraldevelopmentalongthesouthofthesite, withthebasements of
twobuildingsexposedinthetrenchlocatedinthisarea.

Further dumping continued into the later 19 ™ century and there was a secondary phase of
structural developmentat this time, which saw the addition of external toilet structures to the
rearsofthebuildingsontheWhiteLion Frontage, aswellassomefurtherephemerals tructural

developmentiothenorth.

The19 " centurybuildingsoccupiedthesouthernpartofthesite intothe post -warareabutwere
subsequently democlished and the site redeveloped for garage servicing and car parking
facilities. The evaluation revealed evidence of deliberate infilling of the basements with

demolitionrubblea tthetimeofredevelopment andsubsequentlayingofconcretesurfaces

PCA understands from the Archaeology Advisor to the London Borough of Islington that no

furtherarchaeologic alworkisexpectedtobenecessaryforthisdevelopment.
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2.2

2.3

2.4

2.5

26

INTRODUCTION

Onthe20 " ofSeptember2013 andbetweenthe 8" and12 ™ of June 2015 respectively, Pre-
ConstructArchaeclogylLtd.(PCA)carfedout  an archaeological watchingbrief and evaluation
bytrial -trenching até5- 70W hiteLionStreetintheLondonB oroughoflslington (Figures 1 &2 ).

Thework wascommissionedby  MobleHouse Properties onbehalfof 65-69White Lion Street
Limited and comprised ar chaeological monitoring of geotechnicaltest -pits excavated against
wallsofexistingbuildingsand  anarchaeologicalevaluationbytraltrenchingin anexternalcar
parkareaatthesouthofthesiteandwithinalargegaragetothenorth (Figure2).The watching
brief was supervisedbylan Ci pinand the evaluation bytheauthor |, both under the project

managementofChrisMayo.all ofPCA.

ThesitewaslocatedatMational GridReference(NGR)TQ3119783267 and wasallocatedthe
sitecodeWIT 15.

ltisproposedtore developthesitefor mixedco mmercialandresidentialpurposes  .F ull planning
consent and conservationareaconsenthave  alreadybeen granted {PlanningRef s: P1102586,
P110270),and acondition oftheplanning consentrequiredanarchaeologicalinvestigationof
thesite. Consequently archaeologicalworks were commissioned inresponseto this condition
following discussions theA rchaeological Advisors tothe LondonBoroughoflslington, formerly
Kim Stabler of the Greater London Archaeological Advisory Service (GLAAS) and currently
SandyKiddofGLAAS HistoricEngland.

Theaimoftheplanningconditionwastoensuremitigationofarchaeologicalremainswhichmay

be impacted by the proposed development. Following the approval of planningconsent and
discussionwiththearchaeologicalad visor,archaeologicalmonitoring of the excavationoftest
pitswascarriedoutonthe20 " of September2013. Subsequenttothisandinaccordancewith
the planning conditionawrittenscheme ofinvestigation{WSI)foratraltrenchevaluationwas
produced by PCA (Mayo 2014)and approvedbythe A rchaeological Advisor. The ewvaluation
wascarriedoutaccordingtotheWSIduringJune 201 5andbothphasesofarchaeologicalwork

are describedinthisreport.
AsstatedintheW Sl thespecificaimsandobjectiv esoftheevaluationwere

Todeterminethepalaectopography.
Todeterminethepresenceorabsenceofprehistoricactivity, which has beensuggested by the
discoveryofanassemblageofhand- axesnearby.
TodeterminethepresenceorabsenceofRomanactivity.
Toestablishthepresenceorabsence of medieval activity.lsthere anyevidenceatthe site for
archaeologicalremains associated withtheW hite Conduit? Canthesitebeshownto havelain
ontheperipheryofmedievaldevelopmentiotheeastfoc ussedaroundUpper Street?
Toestablishthe presenceand nature of post -medieval activity. Whatevidence istherefor the

18" centurydevelopmentofthesiteasdepictedoncartographicsources? Didthis development

PCAReportNo..PCA  R12132 Page 5 of 51
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2.7

include basement structures which may  themselves have truncated earlier  archaeological
remains?

Toestablishtheextentofpastpostdepositionalimpactsonthearchaeologicalresource

Upon completion of the project the completed archive comprising written, drawn and digital
image records will eventually be deposited with  the London Archaeological Archive and

Research Centre, identifiedbytheuniquesitecode  WIT15.
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3.1

3.1.1

PLANNINGBACKGROUND ANDRESEARCHOBJECTI VES

The developmentofthesite is subjectto planning guidanceand policies contained wi thinthe
Mational Pl anning Policy Framework (NPPF) |, The London Plan  and policies of the London
Boroughoflslington, whichfullyrecognises  theimportanceoftheburiedheritage forwhich it is

thecustodian.
NationalPlanningPolicy : NationalPlanningPo licyFramework

InMarch 2012, the govermment published the National Planning PolicyFramework {MPPF ). In
summary, current national policy provides a framework which protects nationally important
designated Heritage Assets and their settings, in appropriate circumstances seeks adequate
information (from desk based assessment and field evaluation where necessary) to enable
informed decisions regarding the historic envirmnment and provides for the investigation by
intrusive or non- intrusive means of sites not significant enough to meritin -situ preservation.

Relevantparagraphswithinthe MPPFincludethefollowing:

128. In determining applications, local planning authorities should require an applicant to
describethesignificance ofany heritage assets affected, includinganycontribution made
by theirsetting. Thelevelofdetail should be proportionate tothe assets'importance and
no more than is sufficient to understand the potential impact of the proposal on their
significance. As a minimum the relevant historic environment record should have been
consulfedandtheheritageassetsassessedusingappropriateexpertisewhere necessary.
Wherea site onwhich development is proposed includes orhas the potential toinclude
heritage assets with archaeolog ical interest, local planning authorities should reguire
developerstosubmitanappropriatedesk  -basedassessmentand wherenecessary,afield
evaluation.

129. Local planning authorities should identify and assess the particular significance of any
heritage assetthatmaybeaffected by aproposal(includingby developmentaffecting the
setting of a heritage asset) taking account of the available evidence andany necessary
expertise. Theyshouldtakethisassessmentintoaccountwhenconsiderngtheimpactofa
proposal ona heritageasset, fo avoid or minimise conflict between the heritage asset's
consenvationandanyaspectoftheproposal.

132. When considering the impact of a proposed development on the significance of a
designatedheritageasset, greatweightshould be giventotheasset's conservation. The
moreimportantthe assef, thegreatertheweightshouldbe. Significancecan be harmedor
lostthroughalterationordestructionoftheheritageassetordevelopmentwithinitssetting.
Asheri tageassetsareirreplaceable, anyharmorlossshouldrequireclearandconvincing
Jjustification. Substantialham toorlossofagradelllistedbuilding, parkorgardenshould
be exceptional. Substantial harm toor loss of designated heritage assets of the highest
significance, notablyscheduledmonuments, protectedwrecksites, batflefields, gradeland
Wi*listedbuildings, gradeland *registeredparksandgardens,and WordHeritageSites,
shouldbewhaollyexceptional.

135. Theeffectofanappli cationonthe significanceofanon-  designatedherntageassetshould
be takenintoaccountin determining the application. Inweighing applicationsthat affect
directly orindirectlynondesignatedheritageassets,abalancedjudgementwillberequired
havingregardiothescaleofanyharmoriossandthesignificanceoftheheritageasset.

139. Non-designated herilage assets of archaeological interest that are demonstrably of
equivalent significance to scheduled monuments, should be considered subject to the
policiesfordesignatedheritageassets.

141. Local planning authorities should make informationabout the significance of the historic
environment gathered as part of plan- making or development management publicly
accessible. Theyshouldalsorequi  redeveloperstorecordandadvanceunderstandingof
the significance of any hertage assets fo be lost (wholly or in part) in a manner
proportionate to their importance and the impact, and fo make this evidence (and any

PCAReportNo..PCA  R12132 Page 7 of 51
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3.2

3.2.1

3.3

3.341

archivegenerated)publiclyaccessi ble. However,theabilitytorecordevidenceofour past
shouldnotbeafactorindecidingwhethersuchlossshouldbepermitted.

RegionalPolicy: TheLondonPlan

The London Plan, published July 2011, includes the following policy regarding the historic

environment incentral London, whichshould beimplementedthroughthe Local Development

Framework{LDF)beingcompiledattheBoroughlevel:

POLICYT.BHERITAGE ASSETSANDARCHAEOLO GY

Strategic

A

B

London's heritage assets and historic  environment, including listed buildings, registered

historic parks and gardens and  other natural and historic landscapes,  conservation areas,
World Heritage Sites, registered battlefields, scheduled  monuments, archaeological remains

and memorialsshould beidentified, sothatthe desirability ofsustainingandenhancing  their

significanceandofutilisingtheir  positiveroleinplaceshapingcanbetaken intoaccount.

Developmentshouldincorporate measures  thatidentify, record, interpret, protect  and, where
appropriate presentthesite’s  archaeology.

Planningdecisions

C

D

Developmentshouldidentify,value, conserve restore re-useandincorporate  heritageassets,
whereappropriate.

Developmentaffectingheritageassets  andtheirsettingsshouldconservetheir  significance, by
beingsympathetictotheir  form,scale,materialsandarchitectural  detail.

New development should make provision  for the protection of archaeological  resources,

landscapesandsignificant memaorials. Thephysicalassetsshould,  wherepo ssible,be made
avallable to the public on- site. Where the archaeological asset or memorial cannot be
preserved ormanaged on- site, provision mustbe  made for the investigation, understanding,
recording disseminationandarchivingof  thatasset.

LDFprepa ration

F

Boroughs should, in LDF policies, seek to maintain and enhance the contribution of built,

landscaped and buried heritage to  London's environmental quality, cultural  identity and
economyaspartofmanaging London'sabiliytoaccommodatechange andregeneration.

LocalPlanningPolicy :TheLondonBoroughoflslington

Thelocalplanningauthorityresponsible forthe study site is

whichis currently developing itsnewlLocalPlan.Currentpoliciesregardingdevelopment and

the historic environment are those savedfromthelslington UnitaryDevelopment Plan (UDP)
2002 and those within the Islington Core Strategy adopted in 2011 as part of the newLocal

Plan.TherelevantsavedpoliciesoftheUDPareasfollows

ArchaeologicalHeritage

D43 The Council will promote the conservation, protection and enhancement of the archaeological
heritage oftheborough and its interpretation and presentation to the public. Inparticular it will seek to
ensurethatthemostimportantare  haeologicalremainsandtheirsettingsarepermanentlypreserved.

ImportantArchaeologicalRemains
D44 The Councilwillensurethe preservationof locally and nationally importantarchaeological remains

andtheirsettingswithinthe borough, whetherthes

not. Itwill take the necessary steps to safeguard the borough's archaeological heritage through the
planning process and will normally refuse planning permission for applications which adversely affect
importantarchaedogicalremainsortheirsettings.

ArchaeologicalAssessmentandEvaluation
D45Withinthe archaeological priorityareas’shownontheProposalsMap, allplanning applicationslikely

toaffectimportantarchaeological remainsmustbeac

impactof the scheme on the borough's archaeological heritage. This should be commissioned by the
applicantfrom a suitable archaeological organisation acceptable to the Council. The Council may also

the London Boroughoflslington

earedesignated as'ScheduledAncientMonuments'or

companied byanarchaeologicalassessmentofthe

L]
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3.3.2

require an assessment to be submitted for other development proposals, where it is considered that
importantarchaeological remainsmaybe present. Small scale archaeological flieldwork to determine the
actual degree of archaeological survival on a site, (an ‘eval uation') may be required as part of the
assessment.

PreservationinsituofArchaeologicalRemains
D46Whereanarchaeologicalassessmentand/orevaluation hasdemonstratedthe survivalofimportant
archaeological remains, there will bea presumption n favour aftheir physical preservation insitu. The
Council will require applicants to demonstrate how this will be achieved, and will control development
layoutandfoundationdesignaccordingly.

ArchaeologicalExcavationandRecording

D47 Wherephysic alpreservation of archaeological remains is not justified, the Council will ensure that
necessary measures are taken by the applicant to mitigate the impact of their proposals, through
archaeological fieldwork to investigate and record remains in advance of development work, and
subsequent analysis and publication of the results. This will usually be secured through section 106
agreements.

PolicywithintheCoreStrategyconcerningthehistoricenvironmentisasfollows:

PolicyCS9
Protectingandenhancinglslington'sbuiltandhistoricenvironment

High quality architecture and urban design are key to enhancing and protecting Islington’s built
environment,makingitsaferandmoreinclusive.

A. Theborough'suniquecharacterwillbe protected bypreservingthehistoricurbanfabricand promoting
aperimeterblockapproach andothertraditionalstreetpatternsinnewdevelopments, suchasmews. The
aimisfornewbuildingstobe sympatheticinscaleand appearanceandtobecompleme ntarytothelocal
identity.

B.Thehistoricsignificanceoflslington’suniqueheritageassetsandhistoricenvironmentwil beconserved

and enhanced whether designated or not. These assets in Islington include individual buildings and
manuments, parks and gardens, conservation areas, views, public spaces and archaeology. Active
management of conservation areas will continue, through a programme of proactive initiatives for the
conservation-led regeneration of historic areas, and potential designation of new conservation areas.
Archaeological Priority Areas will continue to be defined on the proposals map to assist in the
managementofthesehistoricassets.

C. Where areas of Islington suffer from poor layout, opportunities will be taken to redesign them by
reintroducingtraditional street patternsand integrating new buildings into surviving fragments of historic

fabric. Reconfigurationbasedon streetsanda perimeter blockapproachwillbeakeyrequirementfor new
developments,inparticularhousinge  staterenewal.

D. Alldevelopmentwill needtobe based oncoherent street frontagesand newbuildingsneedtofitinto
the existing context of facades. Housing developments should not isolate their residents from the
surroundingareain'gated'communities.

E.Newbuil dingsanddevelopmentsneedtobebasedonahumanscaleandefficientlyusethesitearea,
whichcould meansomehighdensitydevelopments. Highdensitiescan beachievedthrough highquality
designwithouttheneedfortall buildings. Tall buildings (above 30m high) are generallyinappropriate to
Islington's predominantlymedium tolowlevel character, therefore proposalsfornewtal buildingswillnot
besupported. PartsoftheBunhillandClerkenwellkeyareamaycontain some sitesthatcouldbesuitable
fortall buildings, this will be explored in more detail as part of the Bunhilland Clerkenwell Area Action
Plan.

F.Newhomesneedtoprovidedual  -aspectunitswithcleardistinctionbetweenapublicsideand aquieter
privatesidewithbedrooms.

G. Highquality contemporary design can respond to this challenge aswell as traditional architecture.
Innovativedesigniswelcomed butpastichewilnotbeacceptable. Thecouncilwillestablishnewadvisory
mechanismstoensurethehigheststandardsofar  chitectureandenvironmentaldesign.

H.TheDevelopmentManagementPoliciesand otherdocumentswil providefurtherpoliciesinrelationto
urban design and heritage. Detailed guidance onurban design in Islington is provided in the Islington
UrbanDesignGuide( IUDG )SupplementaryPlanningDocurment

PCAReportNo..PCA  R12132 Page 9 of 51



65-70WhiteLionStreet, LondonN19PP:  AnArchaeclogicalWatchingBrefand  Evaluation
EPm-ConstructdrchasologyLid June 2015

3.4

3.4.1

3.4.2

3.4.3

SiteS pecificPlanningBackground

TherearenoScheduledAncientMonumentswithintheareaofproposeddevelopment , the site
does not lie within  an Archaeological Priority Zone as defined by  the London Boro ugh of
Islington andthere areno listedbuildingsinthevicinity ,howeveritdoes liewithinthe Chapel

Market/PentonStreetConservationasdefinedbytheLondonBoroughofislington.

ltisnowproposedto  redevelopthesite withapart3,4and5 storeybuildingplusbasement ,a
planningapplication{ ref: P110256)havingbeensubmitted tothelLondonBoroughoflslington

in February 2011 andapproved withconditionsinMay 2012 . Anapplicationforconservation
areaconsent{ref:P110270)wasalsosubmittedinFebruary2011andconditionallyapprovedin

December2012.0necftheconditionsoftheplanningapplication wasasfollows :

33. CONDITION: No development shall take place unless and until the applicant has
secured the implementation ofa progr amme of archaeological mitigation in accordance
with a Written Scheme of Investigation which has been submitted by the applicant and
approvedbythel ocalPlanningAuthority.

MNaodevelopment ordemolition shall take place other thanin accordance withthe W ritten
Schemeof Investigation approved. Thedevelopment shall not be occupied until the site
investigation and post investigation assessment has been completed inaccordance with
theprogrammesetoutin the approvedWritten Schemeoflnvestigation, andt heprovision
made foranalysis, publicationanddissemination oftheresultsand archivedepositionhas
beensecured.

REASON:Heritage assetsofarchaealogicalinterestmaysurviveonthesite. The planning
authoritywishestosecuretheprovisionofarchaedlogicalinvestigationandthesubsequent
recording of the remains prior todevelopment, in accordance with the National Planning
Palicy Framework, policy 7.8ofthe LondonPlan2011, policies: D43; D44; D45; D46 and
D4TofthelslingtonUnitary DevelopmentPlan2002andpolicyC S9BofthelslingtonCore
Strategy2011.

InFebruary 2013 liaisontook place betweenthe then A rchaeological Advisor tothe London
Boroughof Islington,KimStabler,and arepresentativeofapreviousclientforthesite. Thisled

to a recommendation from Ms Stabler that the site should be the subject of a trial-trench
evaluation toascertainthe presence or absence of archaeclogical remains. Thisrequirement
hassincebeenreconfimedbythecurrent archaeologicaladvisor tothe Borough, SandyKidd,
whoalsorecommended thatgeotechnicaltest -pittingonthesiteinSeptember2013shouldbe
archaeologicallymonitored. A writtenschemeofinvestigation(WSl) foratrenchevaluationwas
produced by Pre-Construct ArchaeologyLtd. (Mayo2014) andapproved bythe Archaeology
Advisor. Theworkwasc arriedoutaccording totheWSI, withsomeamendments, during June

2015andisdescribedinthisreport.

PCAReportNo..PCA R12132 Page 10 of 51



65-70WhiteLionStreet, LondonN19PP:  AnArchaeclogicalWatchingBrefand  Evaluation
EPm-ConstructdrchasologyLid June 2015

4.1

4.2

4.3

4.4

GEOLOGYANDTOPOGRAP HY

Thestudysitelies onthe northemsideofiWhiteLionStreet, a shortdistance southof Chapel
Market and some 260m west of Angel underground station in the Angel area ofthe London
Boroughoflslington. ltoccupiesanirregular  -shapedplotoflandcoveringanareacf1151m 2
AccordingtotheBritish GeclogicalSurvey  (BGSonlinen.d. )theunderlyinggeclogyofthesite
comprises claysiltandsandofthesedimentaryPalaesogenelondonClayFormation, deposited
between ¢c. 56and 34 millionyearsagoinalocalenvironmentdominated by deepseas . The
LondonClayisoverla inbysandandgraveldepositedduringtheQuatemaryperiodandforming

the Boyn Hill Gravel Terrace.  Boreholes subsequently sunk into the bases of the test pits
archaeologically monitored in September 2013, encountered the Terrace gravel at various
depths.InTP1atthe south- westcornerofthesite, the surface ofthe gravelwasrecorded at
36.08mAOD, below madegroundandtheconcrete basementslab. InTP3, further north, the
surfaceofthegravelwasrecordedat3?7.13mAQOD, some2.2m belowground leve [{bgl)whilst
inTP4 alittlefurthernorththegravelwasencountered at c.2.5mbgl{36.84mAOD).InTP5at
thenorthem edge ofthe site however, the surfaceofthegravelwasrecordedat just1.5mbg!
(37.83mAOD).

Atthe timeofthe archaeologicalev  aluation the site was accessed via a shuttered vehicular
entrancetothesouth- westdirectfromWhite LionStreet . Thesitecomprises anopencarpark
areawith two- storeyoffices tothewest(there isa small basementat thefrontage of thesite
beneatht hisstructure) andalargewarehouse- stylegarageareatothenorth.Thesitelieson
broadlyflatgroundatanelevationofapproximately 40mAQD, thoughcurrentgroundlevel has
been significanty modified by ground raising and levellingin the post -medieval period. Inthe
widerareathereisagentledownwardsslopeinthesurfacetopographyfromnorthtosouthand

fromwesttoeast

Thesiteis boundedtothe westby 64 White Lion Street ,tothenorthby  propertiesfacingonto
thesouthsideof ChapelMarket totheeastby BaronCloseand71WhiteLionStreet andtothe
southby WhiteLionStreet .Thenearestwatercourseis  the RegentsCanal, whichisexposed
some 390m to the north -west and 440m to the east, whilst the nearest major natural

watercourseistheRiverThames,morethan2kmtothesouth
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5.1

5.1.1

5.2

5.2.1

5.3

5.3.1

5.3.2

5.4

5.4.1

ARCHAEOLOGICALANDH ISTORICALBACKGROUND

The archaeological backgroundtothestudysite wasdiscussedinthe WSI{ Mayo2014)andis

summarisedhere:

Prehistoric

Evidence for prehistoric activity in the area is dominated by the discovery inthe early 20 "

century of an assemblage of handaxes at Risinghill Street, off Penton Street, approximately
200mtothe north-west ofthesite. Thereis furtherevidenceofactivityinthewiderarea from
thelronAge onwards,withpotteryassemblagesfrom  somedistanceawayat FinsburyCircus,
the Honourable Artillery Company Sports Ground, and FinsburyPavement. Additional pottery
hasbeenrecordedfromMoorgateandaspearheadwas recordedatGoldenLane. lthasbeen
suggestedthatthislikelyrelatestoadevelopedagricultural landscapeofvillagesandfarmst  ead
inthevicinity(Brown1992; Howell2002).

Roman

DuringtheRomanperiodthestudysiteislikelytohavelaininagriculturallandontheoutskirts
of Londinium.Thereisalack ofanyoccupationalevidencefromtheperiodwithinthe immediate

areacfthesite.
Early toLateMedieval
Thereisnoevidenceforearlymedievalactivityoroccupationintheareacfthesite.

Inthe medieval period the area was exploited for its clean sub- surface water (Brown 1992)
whichled tothecreationofanumberofconduitstotaketheresourcetotheCity. Oneofthese,
theWhite Conduit, originatedtothe north of the site andits route towardsthe Citymayhave
takenitinclose proximitytothesite. Otherthanthis, the main activity was agriculture within
manoriallandheldbyRalphdeBerners  hencetheoriginof  thenameBarnsbury .

Post-Medieval andModern

In the post -medieval period the area was gradually incor  porated within the conurbation as
London expanded northwards. PentonvilleRoad,ChapelMarketandWhiteLionStreetwerein
existence between the middle andthe end ofthe 18 ™ century, and thechange from rural to
urbanenvironment isbestshownbythemapsofRocque(1746)andTyrer(1805) . Theformer
shows the site located within agricultural land atthis timeandaninvestigationundertaken in
1997 atthe site of the JuryInnHotel, 56- 64 Pentonville Roadand1- 11Baron Street,a  short
distancetothesouth, revealed archaeological evidence contemporarywith this illustration. At
the south of this site, natural gravel was truncated by the eastern edge of a pondshownon
Rocque'smap,f inds recoveredfromitsfillincludingfragment  sofsugarconemoulds. Thepond
wassealedbydumps, datedbypotteryto1730- 1770, whichwereprobablyassociated withthe
construction in 1788 of WinchesterPlace, arow of housesfrontingontothe recently opened

PentonvilleRoad.Atthenorthern  endofthesitea  gravelextractionpitwasrecorded, its backfill
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5.4.2

5.4.3

5.4.4

datedto1730- 1770, possiblysuggesting that thegravelwasremovedduringtheconstructionof
PentonvilleRoad.

Tyrer'smapof1805showsthesiteindetail, andimpliesthatithadbeendeveloped alongwith
therestofWhiteLionStreet  bythistime, whilstHorner'smapof1813showsfurtherdetail s uch
thatitispossibletoidentifythestructureswhichexistedonthesitethen.

The 1851 TownPlanshowsWhiteLion StreetandBaronStreet, bu tprovides nodetailsofthe
siteitselfotherthantoimplythatithadbeenstructurallydeveloped. The 1 * Edition Ordnance
SurveyMapof1874 however, showsfargreaterdetall. Baron Streetisonlynamedassuchon

its southem section, to the south of White Lion Street; its continuation to the north is called
Suffolk Street.The streetfrontage forWhiteLion Streetencapsulatingthe siteshowsterraced
propertieswithenclosedgardensoryards, asbefore. Thecurrentstructureadjacenttothesite

on the eastern side, the Mount Zion Chapel Sunday School, is the same structure as that
depictedonthe 1874 map.ltincorporatesalightwell at its frontage and is therefore clearly at

least partially cellared. The properties at63-  64WhiteLion Streetto the westofthe sitealso
have lightwellsandthereforecellars (thisstructure hasaninscriptiondate of 1923 suggesting
eithera rebuild of or arefurbishment tothe earlier structures seen onthe 1874 map). Itisa
reasonable assumption thatthe properti  es which previouslystood on the site wouldsimilary

havehadatleastpartialbasementstructuresatthestreetfrontage, ifnotthewholefootprint.

The2 ™ EditionOrdnance SurveyMapof 1896 showsthe samestructural arrangement atthe

site, and suggests small localised outbuildings within the rear gardens or yards. The
arrangementis still visibleonthe3 ™ Edition Mapof 1914 andalsoa mapof1954- 55, which
implies that the site had not suffered bomb damage during the war butwas cleared inthe
secondhalfofthe20 ™ century.
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6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

6.5

6.6

ARCHAEOLOGICAL METHODOLOGY

The watching brief was conducted as recommended by Sandy Kidd and the evaluation was
carriedout inaccordance with the WSl (Mayo 2014) albeit with changes in trench locations
describedinthat report,reflecting practicallogisticalfactorsonthesite. A |l aspectsofthework
followed national { CIfA 20 15) and local guidelines, and according to PCA's own fieldwork
manual{TaylorandBrown2009).

Eighttestpitswereexcavatedatlocationsadjac enttowallsofthecurrentstandingbuildingson
thesite(Figure2) . Concretesurfaceswereinitiallybrokenoutmechanicallyandthe pits hand
excavated thereafter though Test -Pit 8 was abandoned due to the extensive thickness of
reinforced concrete atthislocation, towardsthe south -eastcornerofthesite. Wheredeposits
were penetrated beneath the concrete, these were recorded archaeologically and
representative sections drawn as appropriate.  The locations of all test pits were measured
manuallyusin gtriangulation. Subsequenttothearchaeological monitoringeachofthetestpits

(wherepossible)wascoredtoagreaterdepthtoexposenaturaldeposits.

It had originally been intended to excavate two east to west aligned evaluation trenches
measuring 15mx1.8m,Trench1inthe carparkare a atthe south ofthe siteand Trench 2
withinthegarage/warehouseareatothenorth. However,practicalsitelogisticalfactors resulted
inchangestothetrenchplan.  Becauseofsizeablestructuralcracksvisible  inthewestwallof71
WhiteLionStreet,itwasdecidednottocarryoutmechanicalworkinthenearvicinity,soT rench
1wasshortenedandanorthern'dog-  leg'addedattheeasternend. Withinthebuildinganorth
tosouthdividingstructurepreventedt  heexcavationofacontinuouseasttowesttrench andso
twoshorterandwidertrencheswereexcavatedtothewest(Trench2)andeast(Trench3).The
overalltrenchareawasslightlygreaterthanthatstated intheWSI. Thetrench locationswere

plotted manuallyusingtriangulation fromk nownfixedpoints

Theconc retesurfacesofa lltrencheswere initiallybrokenoutusingamechanicalbreaker and
then excavatedinspitstothesurfaceofidentifiablearchaeologicaldepositsortothesurfaceof

natural deposits if identifiable archaeoclogical remains were not present. All machining was
undertakenbya 5 tonne360 ° tracked excavator withamechanical breakerattachmentinitially

andthenusingatoothlessditching  bucket,underarchaeologicalsupervision.

Longitudinalsections and bases of thetrencheswerethencleaned, andsample sections and

base plans recorded. Identified archaeclogical deposits were sample excavated by hand,
written and drawn records made of structures and deposits and finds collected. Exposed
sections and spoil heaps were also checked in order to collect any dateable evidence and

assess the extent of residual finds preservation. Awritten, drawnand photographic record of

eachtrenchwasmade.

A temporary bench mark (TBM) was also established on the site  (value 39.23m AOD),
extrapolated from topographic survey data.  Following the completion of the  archaeological

evaluation alltrencheswerebackfilledusingthe36  0° tracked excavator.
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7.1

7.1.1

TEST-PITAND TRENCHDESCRIPTIONS, ANDINTERPRETATIONO F
FEATURES

Inthis section the stratigraphicsequenceineach ofthetestpitsand evaluationtr enches is

describedandthesequencesinterpreted(Figures3— G;Plat es8- 16).
TestPits

TestPit1(TP1)waslocatedatbasement level (36.83mAQD)towardsthesouth- westcornerof
the site withinthe officeblock and againstits westernwall Itmeasured(.45measttowestby
0.35m northto south and was 0.57 m deep, though only a 0.1m diameter pit was excavated
belowtheconcrete slab({Figure2;Plate 1). Therewasatleast(.22mofmodernmadeground

[1] belowtheslab{earlierevelswerenotpenetrate d) andtheslabwas0.35mthick.

Test Pit2 {TP2)was located within another room to the north of TP2 at ground floor level
(40.16m AQD) , again against the west wall of the building (Figure 2; Plate 2). It measured
0.50measttowestby(_34 meast towestand was 0.80m deep. Thebasalmaterialrecorded
wasal.40mthicklayerofmade ground[2], whichoveraythestandingwallfooting. Thiswas
overlainbymod embeddingmaterialandal.25mthickconcreteslab(Figure3.1).

Test Pit3{TP3)was located againstthe northernwall within atoilet block at the northofthe
officebuildingatgroundfloorlev  el(39.33mAQD). tmeasured 0.50mnorthtosouthby0.32m
eastto westand was excavated toadepthof1.10m (Figure 2; Plate 3). The basal material
encounteredwasal_55mthickdepositofsoft, midgreyishbrownsandysilt[3),whichappeared
tobemade groundof19 " centurydate. Thiswasoverainby0.35m of modern made ground
andthesequencecappedbyal.20mthickconcreteslab(Figure3 2).

Test Pit 4 (TP4) was located against the west wall of the garage/warehouse building and
excavatedfromasurface levelof39.34dmAOD (Figure2; Plate 4 ). Itmeasured 0.50m eastto
westby0.34m northtosouthandwas excavatedtoadepthof1.35m.Thebasallayerwasa
0.97mthick depositofsoft, midgreyish brownsandysilt[4], which mayhavecomprised more
thanonelayer,thoughthelackoflightpreventedvisualdistinctionbetweeninsitu deposits.The
base ofthe deposit probably comprised agricultural or garden soll, whilst there was modem
madegroundabove. ltwasoverlain by 0.13mofmadegroundandt  hesequencewascapped

byal.25mthickconcreteslab(Figure3.3).

Test Pit 5 {TP5) was located against the north wall of the garage/warehouse building and
excavatedfromasurfacelevelof  39.33mAOD(Figure2;Plate5).ltmeasured0.50m northto
south by0.33measttowestand was 0.68mdeep. Onlymodernmadegroundwasobserved

belowtheconcreteslabandabovethewallfooting.

TestPit6(TP6)waslocatedagainst aconcretepadon  theeastwallofthegarage/warehouse
building and excavatedfroma surface level of 39.34m ACD (Figure 2; Plate6). It measured
1.00measttowestby0.33m northtosouth andwas0.71mdeep. Atthe baseofthepitwasa
thin layer of soft, mid to dark greyish brown sandy silt [5], interpreted as an agricultural or

garden soil, whichwasoverlainbytheextensiveconcretepad(Figure3.4).
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7.2

7.2.1

7.2.2

7.2.3

TestPit7 (TP7)wasalsolocated against the east wallofthe garage/warehouse building but
towardsthesouthofthebuilding, whereitexte ndedfurthertotheeast(Figure2;Plate?) Jtwas
excavated from asurface level of 39.33m AOD. Itmeasured 0.58m northto southby 0.45m
easttowestandwas excavatedtoadepthof1.50m. Thebasal0.85mcomprisedmadeground

containingmodemglassandwasoverainbyfurtherextensivemoderndeposits.

TestPit8(TP8)waslocated attheeasternedgeofthe site againstthewestwallof 7 1White

LionStreetbutwasabandonedasthesurfacereinforcedconcreteslabcouldnotbepenetrated.

Moneofthetestpits penetrateddowntonaturalgrav elterracedepositsand nomaterials pre-

datingthelaterpost -medievalperiodwereidentified.
Trenchi

Evaluation Trench 1 was located in the external car park area at the south of the site and
measured12.6minlength by 2.1 minwidth, wideningto3.35minan easternextension{Figure
4). The basal deposit encountered was a very firm, mid yellowish/reddish brown sand and
gravel[27] (Plates9&10) .thisbeingmateralofthenaturalQuatemaryBoynHillFormation.It
wasrecordedatsurfaceelevations  varyingbetween37.48m AODand 37.67m AODand was
overlain by a number of made ground and dumping deposits, recorded extensively in the
eastemhalfofthetrench  (Figure6.1;Plates118&12) .Inthisareathebasaldepositsabovethe
natural gravelwere clays [47] and [37], the former to the west comprising a very firm, light
reddish/yellowish brownclay, 0.10mthickandrecordedatanupperelevationof37 73mAQCD,
withthelattertothe eastcomprisingastiff, light pinkish/yellowishbrownclay up to0.12mthick

and recorded at anupper elevationof 37.60m AQD. Noneofthe depositsappeared tohave
beennaturallydepositedand[37]contained  brick andtile broadydated 1700t01900andan
18" centuryclaytobacco pipe bowl!fragment.Lyingabove [47]w asasmall patch of material
[46],upto70mmthickandcomprisingmostlyofdumpedmortar. Thiswasrecordedatanupper
elevationof37.73mACDbutcontainednodateableartefactualmaterial.

Tothewestafriable, verydarkgreyishbrownsandysiltdep osit[26]laydirectlyoverthenatural
graveland had beenextensivel ytruncated by 19 " centurystructural activity. Thismaterialwas
upto0.37mthick, survivingtoanupperelevationof 37.99m AODand contained asmallfinds

assemblageincluding 19 " centurybuilding materials, 17 " century pottery and mid tolate 18 "

centuryclaytobaccopipefragments.

Theclayandmonarlayers totheeast wereoverainbyanextensivedepositofsoft, verydark
greyishbrownsandysilt[7], whichextendedmorethan6.2measttowest, 3.5mnorthtosouth
andwasupto0.55mthick, beingrecordedatupperelevationsvarying between 37 95mACD

and 38.16m AOD. The deposit produced a moderate finds assemblage including building
materialsbroadlydatedtothe19 ' century, potteryofearly19 ™ centurydate, 18 ™ centuryclay
tobaccopipefragments,late17 " to18 " centuryglassandbroadlydateableironnailfragments.
Residual earlier material was also present, including a medieval whetstone and early post -

medievalpottery .
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7.24 Layer[7]wasoverlainbyafriable, mid- brown,siltysand[45] upto0.32mthickandrecordedat
nupperelevation0f38.43mAOD  Thisextendedat/east3.35measttowestand?.5m northio
south,andcontainediwobrickfragments, broadlydated1700to1850. Thisinturnwasoverain
bya 0.29mthick deposit of friable, dark greyish brown, sandysilt[44], recorded atanupper
elevation of 38 49m AOD andcontaining building materals broadly dated 1700 to 1850 and
broadlydatedpost -medievalpott ery Allofthe depositsabovethe naturalgraveluptothislevel
appeartohavedatedtotheearly19 " century, thoughtherewasclearysome residual earlier

materialpresentinsomelayers.

72.5 Qverlyinglayer[d4d4]wasal.28mthickdepositoffriable,darkbrown,sandysilt[4 3], recordedat
anupperelevationof38. 76 mODandcontainingbricks broadlydated1700to1850.Thisinturn
wasoverlainbyafriable, darkgreyishbrown, siltysand[42],upto0.28 mthickandrecordedat
anupperelevationof 38.85mAQD.Asinglefragmentofpantile, broadlydated 1650t0 1850
wasrecoveredfromthisde posit, whichwas overain by upto0.20m offirm, midbrownsandy
silt[41], recorded atan upperelevation of 38.94m AQOD butcontaining nodateableartefactual
material. Acomparablelayerfurthertotheeastwas[48), whichcontainedasignificantamount
ofceramicmateral, a sampleof which was collected. Mostofthiswas pottery, broadly dated

1650to1850,thoughasinglepegtilefragment, broadlydated 1600t01900, wasalsopresent.

726 Layers[41],[42].[43]and[48]appeartchavebeendepositedintheearlytomiddle19 " century
andwereprobablybroadlyconte mporarywiththeearlieststructuresonthesiterecordedduring
the evaluation. At the westemn end of Trench 1was an east to west aligned wall [16] that
extendedbeyondtheendofthetrenchandreturnedtothesouthatitseastemend.ltmeasured
atleast 3.35measttowestandatleast1.dmnorthtosouth. ltwas 0.33mwideand stoodat
least1.35mhigh, its constructioncut[22]extendingintothe naturalgravel belowthebaselevel
ofthetrench.Thewallwasc  onstructedfromirregularlycoursed, unfrogged, red bricks {which
mayhavebeenre- used)and hardgreyclinkermortar, broad ydateabletothe19 " century. It
survivedtoanupperelevationof39.0dmAODandappearstohave beenthebasementwallat
ther earofabuildingthatfacedontoW hiteLionStreet. Itwasabuttedtotheeastbythebroadly
contemporarywall[11],alsoconstructed fromiregular ycoursed, unfrogged, red bricks (again
probably re- used) and hard grey clinker mortar. This wall measured 7.86m east to west,
retumingtothesouthatits easternendandextendingbeyondthe southernedgeofthetrench.
ltwasasimilarwidthto[16Jandsurvivedtoaheightofatleast1.3m, recordedatanupperlevel
of39.11m AOD.Thisalsoappearstohave beenthe basementbeneaththe rearofabuilding
that fronted White Lion Street, though midway long the wall was an entrance that extended
some distance below current ground level, suggesting that there was external accesstothe
basement. The wall did not have foundations as deep as the basement to the west, the

constructioncut[29)onlyextendingashortdistanceintothenaturalgravel.

7.27 Atalaterdateasub- rectangular pit [50] was cut against the north side of wall [11]. This
measured2.14m eastto west by 1.49m northto south, had vertical sidesanda flattish base

andonlycutslightlyintothetopoftheextant naturalgravel, thoughwas probably originall ycut
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7.2.8

7.28

7.2.10

from amuchhigher level. The functionof the pit wasunclear but it wasfilled with adeposit
comprising mostlyof brick fragments and mortar[49], and was probablycontemporarywitha

second phase ofconstruction northof the basements inthelater 19 " century. Atthewestern
endofthetrench, wall[16] was butted byabrickstructure comprising northtosouthwall [10]
and eastto westwall [9]. Both of these were constructed from irregularly coursed, shallow -
frogged.redandyellowbricksdatedafter1 850, bondedwithbrowngravel mortar Wall[10]was
022mwideandatleast1.3mhi  gh, extending northwards fromwall[16]beforetumingtothe
westaswall [9), which extended beyond the westermn end of the french, effectivelycreatinga

narrow corridor between itself and wall [16]. Both walls survivedto aheightofc .3897mCD
with w all [9] apparently being the west wall of a possible toilet block added to the rear of
basement[18]. Thiswasfedbya numberofdrainswithindraincut[20], the backfillofwhich,
[21].wasafriable,verydarkgreyishbrownsandysiltthatcontainedbr ickbroadlydated1700to
1900 andafragmentof18 ™ centuryclaytobaccopipe.

Totheeastamorecomplete external brick structure [12] abuttedthe northofwall [11]inthe
vicinity of its north enfrance.  Structure [12], which was also fed by the drai n run, was

" century bricks,

constructed from iregularly coursed, shallow -frogged, red and yellow 19
bondedwithhardgreyclinkermortarandcappedwithaYork Stonepavingslaboveraninternal

void. Thestructure extended for at least 1.66m northofwa [1[11].was upto 1.04dmwideand
stood at least 1.36m high, being recorded at an upper elevation of 39.03m AQD. The
construction cut[25]forthe structure hadtruncatedtothe east, de posit[40], theuppermostof

the dumping layers inthis area, whichcompriseda firm, verydark greyish brown, sandy silt,
whichcontained brick andtile broadly dated 1700 to 1850. Tothe west, constructioncut[25]
truncated layer[28], athick and extensive layer of friable, verydark greyish brown, siltysand

that appear ed tobe associated with extensive disturbance in this area, probably between the
two structural development phases. This deposit contained brick and tile, broadly dated

between1700and1900,18 ™ to19 * centurypotteryand18 " centuryclaytobaccopipe.

Athirdexternalstr ucture abuttedthe easternendofwall [11]. Thiswasarectangularfeature
[14]measuringatleast1.85measttowestby0.74 mnorthtosouthandstanding atleast1 2m
highwithanupperrecordedelevationof 38.4 TmAOD. ltwasconstructedfromshallow -frogged,
probably re- used, red bricks and hard grey clinker mortar. The bricks had been laid in
alternatingcoursesofheadersandstretchersandweredatedtothe19 " century. Thisstructure
alsoappearstohaveservedadrainage/s  ewagefunction,though possiblysuffered sometype
ofcollapse during its period of use as concrete [15] laid immediately tothe north appears to

haveservedasacrudebuttressfeature.

The latest deposits recorded in Trench 1 were layers of demolition r ubble [24] and [23].
recorded within basement [16] and west of wall [10] respectively. These were most likely
depositedtofillbelow -groundvoidswhenthebuildingsonthe siteweredemolishedinthelater

20" century. The stratigraphic sequence withint  he trench was completed with the surface

concreteslabanditsrubblebedding[6].
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7.3

7.3.1

7.3.2

73.3

74

7.4.1

Trench2

Trench2waslocated inthe westernhalfofthegarage/warehousebuildingand measured6.1m

north to south by 3.05m east to west (Figures2 &5 ;Plates13 & 14). The earliestdeposit
recordedwasthenaturalsandandgraveloftheBoynHill Formation[30].theupperelevationof

which varied between37.77mAODand38.01 m AODwithinthetrench.Thiswasoverlain bya
0.28m-thickdepositofsoft,dark yellowishbrown, sandysilt, observedintheeasternhalfofthe
trench(Figure6.3),whichappearstohavebeenareworkedsubsoiloriginallyformed overthe
gravel.ltproducedasmallfindsassemblageinciuding18 " centurypottery,brickandtilebroadly
dated 1600t o 1800 and clay tobacco pipe dated 1730 to 1780, potentially making this the
earliestnon- naturaldepositrecordedonthe site. twasoverlainbyamore extensivedepositof

compact midyellowishbrown,sandandgravel[32]j ust0.13mthick whichappear edtocontain
areworked natural gravel componentbutalsoincluded artefactual materal including late 18 "

century potteryand  brick and tile broadly dated 1600to 1800. This may also have been an

agriculturalsoilthatincl udedreworkednaturalelements

Lyingabovelayer[32]wasanextensivedepositofsoft, verydark greyishbrownsilt[31],which
appearedtobeamoregeneraldumping and ground- raisingdeposit,similartothoseobserved
inTrench_htwasupto0.95mthick (Figures628&6.3) ,thesurfacebeingrecordedatanupper
elevationof38.94mAQOD andcontainedasingle sherdofbroadly datedpost -medievalpottery
alongwithironnails . ltwasoveraininplacesbyanintermittentlayerofsoft, midpinkishbrown,

sandy clay [34], which appeared to included elements of reworked earier materals but
containednodateableartefacts.

Atthewesternedgeofthetrencharoughwallcomprisingredandyellowbrick fragmentsina

concrete matrix [33] had beenconstructed onanorthtosouthalignmentoverlayers [31]and
[34].Survivingtoanupperelevationof38.94mAOD, thisprobablydatedtothelate 19 " orearly
20" centuryand mayhave beenassociated with buildingstothe south. Thewallwasoverain
bya0.1dmthickdepositofverydarkgr eyishbrown, softsilt[36], whichintumwasoverlainby
a0.23mthickdepositofcompactedbrickrubblethatservedasbeddingforthemodemconcrete
slab[17].

Trench 3

Trench3 was locatedintheeastemn halfofthegarage/warehousebuildingand measured4.5m
east to west by 3m north to south (Figures 2; Plate s 15&16). The trench was not fully
excavated as a deposit of asbestos was found at depth and excavation was abandoned for
healthandsafetyreasons.Naturaldepositswerenotobservedwithi nthetrenchasithadbeen
locatedoveradeepinter nalmodern pit, boundedtothe northbyabrick wallwith concrete to

the south. Thepitwasfilled with loose, mixed demolitionandgeneralrubble [19], includingthe
asbestos, andextendedmorethan2. 2mbelowgroundlevel(below37.14mACD) . Therubble
wasoverainbya0.20mthicklayerofcompacteddemolitionrubble[18]thatactedasbedding

forthemodernconcreteslab[17].
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8.1

8.1.1

8.2

8.2.1

8.3

8.3.1

8.4

8.4.1

8.5

8.5.1

8.6

8.6.1

PHASED ARCHAEOLOGICALSEQUE NCE

Phase1:NaturalDeposits

Matural sandand gravel wasrecordedin bothTrenches1and2. Intheformerthe maximum
elevationofthedepositwas measuredat37 67 m AODand inthelatteritwasat 38.01mAQD.
Theselevelscorrespondrelativelycloselywiththesurfacelevelof37.83mAODrecordedin the
TP5coreatthe northern edgeof the site. In all three sequences thegravel was overlain by
substantial deposits of made ground soitis notclearwhetherthislevel representstheoriginal

natural surface oratruncated level. However, the presence of a possible reworked subsoilin
Trench2 probablysuggests thatthis was anuntruncated|evel, thoughclearlythere had been

extensivetruncationelsewhereonthesite.
Phase2:18 ™ Century

The earliest non- natural deposit recorded on the site was the possible reworked subsoil in
Trench2 and the material that directly overlay it. This most likely related to later agricultural
activityintheareainthe18 ™ century, priortoextensive urbandevelopment, and would have
been broadly contemporary with John Rocque's map which shows an essentially rural

landscapeinthemid18 " century.
Phase3: Early 19" Century

ltisknownfromecartographicevidencethattheareaaroundthestudysitewasdevelopedbythe

early 19 ™ century but the earliest post  -agricultural activity on the site recorded during the
evaluation appears to have beenextensivedumpingofmaterials intheeary 19 " century, as
evidence bythe extensivesequenceinTrench 1, thoughresidualmaterialwasclearly present

inanumberofthelaye rsrecordedhere.
Phase 4: EarlytoMid19 ™ Century

Thefirstclearevidence of structuraldevelopmentonthesite wasthe constructionofbuildings
intheearlytomid19 ™ century, evidencedbybasementwalls[16]and[11]inTrench1,though
thesecouldhavereplacedearlierstructures . Dumpingofdeposits alsocontinuedatthistime,

asevidencedbyfurtherground- raisinglayersinT renchlandextensivedepositsinTrenc h2.
Phase5:Late19 " toEarly20 ™ Century

Asecondstructuralphaseofdevelopmenttookplaceonthesiteinthelater19 " centurywhenit
appearsthatexternaltoiletstructureswereaddedtothe rearsofthe earlierbuildingsthatface
ontoWhiteLi on Street asevidenced in Trench 1. Arough brick rubble wallin Trench 2also
appearstohavebeenbroadlycontemporarywiththisdevelopment thoughtheexactfunctionof

thisnorthtosouthalignedfeatureisunknown
Phase6: Modern

The mostrecentphaseofactivityonthesite evidencedduringtheevaluationwasdemolition of

the 19" century buildings in the second half of the 20

" gentury. In Trench 1 this was
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representad bythedumping of demolitionrubble in below -groundvoids andinallareas was
shownbythelayingofacompactbrick rubblebedding layerforanewconcretesurface forthe
carparkatthesouthandthegarage/warehousebuildingtothenorth.
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9.1

9.2

9.3

9.3.1

9.3.2

9.3.3

DISCUSSIONANDCONCL USIONS

Thearchaeological watchingbriefand evaluation at65- 7T0White LionStreet LondonBorough
oflslington has exposednaturaldepositsatsomedepthbelowcurrentgroundlevelwith limited
evidence of post -medieval agricultural activity, followed by extensive dumping and ground-
raising and subsequent structural development inthe 19 ™ century. At least two phases of
structural development were identified, though most of the buildings were demolished in the
secondhalfofthe20 ™ century.

The earliest deposits exposed were sands and gravels of the Quatemary Born Hill Terrace
Formation, whichhad beenextensivelytruncatedin some areas, thoughappeared to survive
relativelyundisturbedtoelevationsofc  .38m AODinothers . Inthenorthem halfofthesitea

possible reworked subsoil was identified overlying the natural deposits and probably

representedagriculturalactivityintheareauptothe18 " century.
Therewas significantdevelopmentintheareabytheearly 19 " centurywhichwasevi denced
duringtheevaluationinitial lybyextensive dumpingandground- raising,identifiedin Trenches?

and 2, followed bythe constructionofbuildings alongthe north side of W hite Lion Street, the
basementoftwoofwhichwereidentifiedin Trenchi. Lateradditionstothe buildingsalongthe
frontage were added totheirrear  sduringthe later 19 ™ century, and there was possiblyalso
someephemeralstructural developmentin areastothe northatthe sametime. The buildings
onthesitecontinuedtobeutilisedintothepost -warerabutweresubsequentlydemolished,the
infilling of basement areas being evident in Trench 1, and the site redeveloped for garage

activitiesand atterlyasacarpark.

Overalltheevaluationhasaddressed  most oftheobjectivesofthe WSl (Mayo2014). Natural
depositswereexposed andseentobe heavilytruncatedinsome placesbutwheretherewas

little disturbance it has been possibly toshow a palasotopography gently sloping downwards

from north to south. N 0 evidence of prehistoric or Roman activity was found, and medieval
activitywasonly seen as residual findsincludingawhetstone and some ceramic material ; no
cutfeatures ofthis date were identified and there was no evidence that the White Conduit
passedthroughthesite.P  ost-medieval activitywas demonstrated by limitedevidence for 18 "
century agriculture followed by extensive ground- raising in the early 19 ™ century, with
subsequentphasesofstructuraldevelopment.5  tructuraldevelopmentsinparticulararelikelyto
have had extensive impacts onthearchaeological resourcetothe extent that there was little

survivalofdepositsonthesitepre-  datingthe19 ™ century.

PCA understands from the Archaeology Advisor to the London Borough of Islington that no

furtherarchaeologicalworkisexpectedtobenecessaryforthisdevelopment.

Upon ¢ ompletion of the project the completed archive comprising written, drawn and digital
image records will eventually be deposited with the London Archaeological Archive and
Research Centre(LAARC) identifiedbytheuni  quesitecodeWIT 15.
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APPENDIX 1: PLATES

Plate1:TP1 ,Looking WestPlate2:TP2 .LookingWest

Plate5:TP5 .LookingMor th PlateG: TP&,LookingEast

Plate7:TP7 Looking East Plate8: LocationofTP8,LookingEast
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Plate14:Trench2,LookingSouth
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Plate16:Trench3,LookingMorth
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APPENDIX 2:CONTEXTINDEX

SiteCode | Context | Type Trench | Description Date Phase
WIT15 1 Layer TH1 Madeground Modern (5]
WIT15 2 Layer TH2 Madeground Modern =]
WIT15 3 Layer TH3 Madeground L19E20C 5
WIT15 4 Layer TH4 Madeground/gardensaoil E19"C 3
WIT15 5 Layer THE& Agricultural/gardensoil E19"C 3
WIT15 (5] Layer Tr1 Externalconcreteslab Modern (5]
WIT15 7 Layer Tr1 Madeground/dumping E19"C 3
WIT15 8 VOID

WIT15 2] Masonry | Tr E-Whbrickwall L19/E20C 5
WIT15 10 Masonry | Tr1 MN-Sbrickwall L1YE20C 5
WIT15 11 Masonry | Tr1 E-Whbrickwall E-M19" C 4
WIT15 12 Masonry | Tr1 Squarebrickstructure L1YE20C 5
WIT15 13 VOID

WIT15 14 Masonry | Tr1 Rectangularbrickstructure L19E20C 5
WIT15 15 Masonry | Tr1 Concretebuttress L19E20C 5
WIT15 16 Masonry | Tr1 Basementwall E-M19" C 4
WIT15 17 Layer Tr2.3 Internalconcreteslab Modern G
WIT15 18 Layer Tr3 Rubblebeddingfor{17] Modern (5]
WIT15 19 Layer Tr3 Mixeddemo/generalrubble Modern (5]
WIT15 20 Cut Tr1 Cutfordrainruns L18/E20C 5
WIT15 21 Fill Tr1 Fillaf[20] L19E20C 5
WIT15 22 Cut Tr1 Const.cutforwall[16] E-M19" C 4
WIT15 23 Layer Tr1 RubbleinfillWof[10] Modern 6
WIT15 24 Layer Tr1 Rubbleinfillwithin[18] Modern (5]
WIT15 25 Cut Tr1 Const.cutforstructure[12] L1YE20C 5
WIT15 26 Layer Tr1 Madeground/dumping E19"C 3
WIT15 27 Layer Tr1 MNaturalsand/gravel MNatural 1
WIT15 28 Layer Tr1 Madeground/infill L1S/E20C 5
WIT15 28 Cut Tr1 Const.cutforwall[11] E-M19" C 4
WIT15 30 Layer Tr 2 Matural sand/gravel MNatural 1
WIT15 3 Layer Tr2 Madeground/dumping E-M19" C 4
WIT15 32 Layer Tr 2 Reworkedsubsoil? 18" C 2
WIT15 33 Masonry | Tr 2 M-Srubblewall L1S/E20C 5
WIT15 34 Layer Tr2 Madeground/dumping E-M19"C 4
WIT15 35 Layer Tr 2 Rubble beddingfor[17] Modern (5]
WIT15 36 Layer Tr 2 Madeground Modern G
WIT15 37 Layer Tr1 Claylayerabovenatural E19"C 3
WIT15 38 Layer Tr 2 Madeground/dumping 18" C 2
WIT15 39 Fill Tr1 Fillofconst.cut[25] L19E20C 5
WIT15 40 Layer Tr1 Made ground L19E20C 5
WIT15 41 Layer Tr1 Madeground/dumping E-M18" C 4
WIT15 42 Layer Tr1 Madeground/dumping E-M19" C 4
WIT15 43 Layer Tr1 Madeground/dumping E-M18" C 4
WIT15 44 Layer Tr1 Madeground/dumping E19"C 3
WIT15 45 Layer Tr1 Made ground/dumping E19"C 3
WIT15 46 Layer Tr1 Mortar-richdump E19"C 3
WIT15 47 Layer Tr1 Dumpedcleanclay E19"C 3
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SiteCode | Context | Type Trench | Description Date Phase
WIT15 48 Layer Tr1 Dumpoftiles E-M18" C 4
WIT15 49 Fill Tr1 Fillof[50] L18/E20C 5
WIT15 50 Cut Tr1 Rectangularpit L18/E20C 5
WIT15 51 Fill Tr1 Fillofconst.cuf[29] E-M19" C 4
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APPENDIX 3: SITEMATRIX
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APPENDIX4: POST-ROMAN POTTERY SPOTDATINGINDEX

By ChrisJarrett ,Pre -ConstructArchaeologyLimited
Introduction

Asmallsizedassemblage of potterywas recoveredfromthesite{ one box). Thepotterydates
only fromthe post —medieval period. Very few sherds show evidence forabrasionand were
probably deposited fairly rapidly after breakage, with the exception of context [7], which
containedmostlyresidualmaterial .Thefragmentationstate ofthepotteryconsistsonlyof  sherd
material although the forms could be mostly identified. The pottery was quantified by sherd
countand estimated number of vessels (ENV), besides weight. Pottery was recovered from

eight contexts and individual deposits produced mostly  small (fewer than 30 sherds) sizes
groupsofpottery .exceptforonemediumsizedgroup({30— 100sherds) .

All of the pottery (93 sherds, 56 ENV and weighing 2.848kg and none is unstratified) was
examined macroscopically and microscopically using a binocular microscope (x20), and
recorded inadatabase format, by fabric, form and decoration. Theclassification ofthe pottery
typesisaccordingtoMuseumofLondon Archaeology(2013). Thepotteryisdiscussedaspot
datingindex.

Spotdatingindex

Context[7]:spoldate: 1820 1830

* Surrey—Hampshireborderwhitewarewithgreenglaze(BORDG), 1550~ 1700,5sherds,
5 ENV,339g.form : bedpan

* Surrey—Hampshireborderwhitewarewithclear({yellow)glaze(BORDY),1550— 17001
sherd,1ENV,19g.form : porringer

* | ondonstoneware{LONS),1670— 1926,1sherd 1ENV dg form: unidentified

* Metropolitanslipware{METS),1630— 1700,1sherd,1ENY,166g.form : dish;rounded
withwriting'...EGO...' onthewallofthevessel

* | ondon—-areapost —-medievalredware(PMR),1580— 1900,7sherds 4ENV,198q,
form: sugarmould

* Surrey—Hampshireborderredware(RBOR),1550 —1900,6sherds,2ENV, 649 forms:
candlestick;saucer —type,dish;rounded

* Surrey—Hampshireborderredwarewithslip— traileddecoration(RBORSLTR),1580—
1800,2sherds,1ENV, 38g,form : dish;rounded

+ Staffordshire—typecombedslipware(STSL),1660 —1870,17sherds, 3ENV,139q,
form: dish;rounded

+ Whitesalt —glazedstoneware(SWSG),1720— 1780,3sherds, 3ENV,25q,for ms: bowl;
mediumcarinated, plateandteabowl

+ Englishtin —glazedware(TGW),1570— 1846,3sherds,3ENV,8g,form: plate
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* | ondontin —glazedwarewithplainpaleblueglaze(TGWBLUE),1630— 1846, 2 sherd,2
EMNV . 10g.form : unidentified exceptforthebase  ofacylindricaljarwithpurplewriting
‘FL...'onapaleblueglazeandmaypossiblybefromaF renchsource

* | ondontin —glazedwarewithplainwhiteglaze{OrtonstyleC){TGWC),1630— 1846,2
sherds,2ENV,29g forms: bowl;mediumflared,chamberpot  andplate

+ | ondontin —glazedwarewithpaleblueglazeanddarkbluedecoration{Ortonand
PearcestyleH){TGWH),1680— 1800,7sherds 5ENV,28qg.form : plate

+ Yellowwarewithslipdecoration{YELLSLIP),1820— 1900,2sherds, 1ENV,11g,form
Pfoodmixingbowl

Total:59sherds, 3dENV,1.078kg

Context[26]:spotdate:1630— 1700
* Metropolitanslipware(METS),1630— 1700, 1sherd,1ENV.68g.form  : chamberpot
* | ondon-areapost —-medievalredware{(PMR),1580— 1900,1sherd,1ENY 8q. form:
unidentified

Total: 2 sherds, 2 ENV, 76g

Context[28]:spotdate:18th— 19thcentury
* |ondonstoneware(LONS),1670— 1926,1sherd,1ENV 149 form: unidentified
* | ondon—areapost —medievalredware{PMR),1580— 1900,1sherd,1ENY 3g.form:
unidentified
+ Staffordshire—typecombedslipware(STSL), 1660 —1870.2sherds,1ENV,8g.form:
chamberpot

Total: 4 sherds, 3 ENV, 25g

» Confext[31]:spotdate:1660— 1870
+ Staffordshire—typecombedslipware(STSL),1660 —1870,1sherd,1ENV 149 form

cup

* Confext{32]:spotdate: 1750-1800
+ Staffordshire—typered— slippedblack —glazedware(STRSB),1750— 1800,1sherd,1
ENV.10g,form: closed

» Context[38]:spotdate: 18thcentury

* Surrey—Hampshireborderwhitewarewithgreenglaze(BORDG),1550— 1700,1sherd,
1ENV.2 Tg.form : bowlordish

* Surrey—Hampshireborderwhitewarewitholiveglaze(BORDO),1550— 1700,1sherd,1
EMV.17g.form: tripodpipkin,typel

* Surrey—Hampshireborderredware(RBOR), 1550 —1900,1sherd,1ENV,19g.form:
unidentified
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+ | ondontin —glazedwarewithpaleblueglazeanddarkbluedecoration{Ortonand
PearcestyleH){TGWH),1680— 1800,1sherd,1ENV,1g.form : plate

Total:dsherds 4ENV,64g

»  Context[44]:spotdate:
+ Essex—typepost -medievalfineredware(PMFR),1580 -1700,1sherd,1ENV Bqg,
form: unidentified
* Surrey—Hampshireborderredware(RBOR),1550 —1900,1sherd,1ENV,8g form ljar;

mediumrounded

Total:2sherds,2ZENV,14g

s Confext{48]:spotdate:c. 1650~ 1850
* | ondon—-areapost —medievalredware(PMR),1580— 1900.20sherds,9ENV,1.567kg,
forms: jar,sugarconemouldandsyrupcollectingjar

Significanceofthecollection

The pottery has little  significance ata local level. The pottery is in keepingwith theceramic
profile for the London area. The presence of industrial sugar refining v essels (sugar cone
mouldsandsyrupcollectingjars)are notanindicationthat asugarhousewas locatedonthe

site or in the vicinity, as suchestablishments were and are today located close to the River
Thames.

Potential

Thepotteryhasonly thepotential to date thefeaturesin which it was foundandto providea

sequenceforthem.Mone ofthepotterymeritsillustration.
Recommendationsforfurtherwork
Therearenorecommendationsforfurtherworkontheassemblage
Reference

Museum of London Archaeology 2013, ‘Medieval and post —medieval pottery codes
hitp:/fwww.mola.org.uk/resources/medieval—and—post—medieval—pottery—codes. Accessed June
2015.
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APPENDIX 5: CERAMIC BUILDING MATERIAL AND STONE SPOT DATES

By Kevin Hayward, Pre-Construct Archaedlogy Limited

Catalogue, Typology and Dating

T Fabric Form Size | Daterangeof | Latestdated material | Spotdate |Spot date with mortar
it material
7 3108; 3120;  York stone paving, 15 200 1950 200 1950 1800-1900 Mo mortar
2276; 2279; | Post medieval Early
3033; 3046; brick later post
3065; 2850  medieval roofing tile;
Large unglazed
Flemish Floor Tiles;
Norwegian Rag
whetstone
9 3032R; 3101 = Complete frogged 11664 1900 1664 1900/ 1850-1900 1850-1950
post great fire wide
brick brown gravel
mortar T1
10 3032R; 3101 | Namow well made 11664 1900 1664 1900/ 1780-1900 1850-1950
machine post great
fire brick T1 mortar
11 3032, 3107 Narrow Post great 11664 1900 1664 1900/ 1780-1900 1800-1900
fire brick T2 hard grey
clinker mortar reused
12 3108; 3032 | Reused Marrow post 2 200 1950 200 19500 1800-1900 1800-1900
great fire brick T2
hard grey clinker
mortar York stone
paving stone slab
14 3032R Narrow possible 11664 1900 1664 1900/ 1780-1900 1800-1900
reused post great fire
brick hard grey clinker
maortar
16 3032 Narrow possible 11664 1900 1664 1900/ 1780-1900 1800-1900
reused post great fire
brick hard grey clinker
maortar
21 3032R Post Great Fire Brick 11664 1900 1664 19000 1700-1900 Mo mortar
26 221, 2276, | Postgreat fire brick 41180 1900 1664 1900/ 1750-1900 1800-1900
3065; 3032R | grey clinker mortar,
late medieval early
post medieval peq tile
and earty post
medieval brick
sunken margin
28 3032; 2271 | Post Great Fire Brick 31630 1900 1664 19000 1700-1900 Mo mortar
and Pan Tile
32 2276;3033; @ Early Post medieval 51450 1900 1480 1900/ 1600-1800 Mo mortar
3065; 3046 brick and peg tile
37 2276;2279; Post medieval peq tile 6 1480 1900 1664 19000 1700-1900 Mo mortar
3032R panftile and post
great fire brick
38 3065;2276;  Early post medieval 61240 1900 1480 1900/ 1600-1800 Mo mortar
2587 peq tile and brick,
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Fabric Form Size nmmr:wnglm Latest dated material =~ Spotdate  Spot date with mortar
medigval peg tile
40 2850; 3032R; Post medieval peq tile 4 1480 1900 1664 1900, 1700-1850 No mortar
2276 and post great fire
brick, Unglazed
Flemish Floor Tile
42 2279 Post medieval pan tile 11630 1850 1630 1850, 1650-1850 No mortar
43 3032R; 3046 | Post great fire and 51450 1900 1664 1900, 1700-1850 No mortar
early post medieval
brick
44 3065; 2279  Post medieval pan tile 21450 1850 1630 1850, 1700-1850 No mortar
and early post
medieval brick
45 3032; 3065 | Post great fire and 21450 1900 1664 1900, 1700-1850 No mortar
early post medieval
brick
48 2276 Post medieval peg tile 11480 1900 1480 1900, 1600-1900 No mortar
81 3032 Post Great Fire Brick 21664 1900 1664 1900, 1700-1850 No mortar
Review

This small building material assemblage (66 fragments 26.1kg) from 65-70 White Lion Street,
Islington WIT 15 consists mainly of later post medieval {post great fire brick) brick, floor file,
roofing tile and paving. stone. Occasionally mixed in are earier materials including a
Morwegian rag whetstone (AD950-1500) from [7] and a fragment of medieval peg tile (fabric
2587) 1240-1450 from [38]. Also there are some red brick fragments (1450-1700), some with a
sunken margin indicative of demolished 17" century brick buildings. Whole bricks from [9] [10]
[11][12] [14] [16] are by their form (narrow frogged), fabric 3032 (1664-1900) and hard mortars
(T1 and T2) are indicative of basement structures belonging to buildings erected from no earlier
than 1780 through to 1900. Two mortar types (T1 and T2) are indicative of two 18" century
building phases, with the hard clinker rich recipe [10] — [12]; [14] [16] predating the brown
gravelly mortars used in frogged bricks from [9] and [10]. The York stone slabs from [7] and [12]
may simply be paving steps for these properties.

Recommendations

The building material assemblage very much reflects the later post medieval development of
this part of Islington and apart from the medieval ragstone hone import from Norway none of the
material is of intrinsic interest. The value of the assemblage therefore lies merely in its ability to
date the Victorian structural development of this part of Islington. Apart from the hone, all the
other material should be discarded. No further work.
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APPENDIX6 : CLAYTOBACCOPIPESP OTDATINGINDEX

By ChrisJarrett ,Pre -ConstructArchaeologyLimited

Introduction

Asmallsizedassemblage ofclaytobaccopipeswasrecoveredfrom the site (one box). All of

the fragments are in a good condition, indicating fairly rapid deposition after breakage. Clay
tobaccopipesoccurin seven contexts as small{under30fragments)sizedgroups. Allof the
claytobaccopipes{ 56 fragments, consisting of fourteen bowls and 42 stems,nonecfwhichare
unstratified)wereclassified byAtkinsonand Oswald's (1969 )typology{AQ), while 18th century
bowls areaccordingtoOswald(1975).  Theclaytobaccopipesarediscussedas aspotdating

index

SpotdatingIndex
Context[7],spotdate: 18thcentury
* A1AOD1bowl dated1640 70
+ x4A025bowlfragments,dated1700— 1780
« x18stems.thelatestofwhicharethinormediuminthick nesswithnarrowboresand

probablydatetothe 18thcentury

Total: 23fragments

Context[21],spotdate: 18thcentury
+ x1stem,ofmediumthicknesswithamediumsizedboreandprobablydatestothe18th

century

Context{26] spotdate: 1730-1780
+ }WAOZ25bowlfragmentdated1700— 1780
+ ¥10S512bowl,dated1730 —1780andinitialledHSontheheel{seeCswald1975,145

forthepossiblepipemaker)
Total: twofragments
Context[28],spotdate: 18thcentury

+ x1bowlfragmentofani8thcenturydate

« 3istem,medium/thinthicknessandanarrowbore

Total: twofragments

Context[37],spotdate: 18thcentury
+ x1bowlfragmentofani8thcenturydate

Context[38],spotdate: 1730-1780
«  x1A025bowl,1700- 1780
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*  %10510,bowl1700 —1740

+ }10S10bowl 1700~ 1740, initialledTW(seeOswald1975,149 forthepossiblepipe
maker)

+ x10512Bowl,1730— 1780

+ 1 0512bowl, 1730 1780,initialledTW,possiblymadebyThomasWood, 1763 -
c. 1800 WhitcrossStreet Islington({Oswald1975,149)

+ x21stems.thelatestofwhicharethinormediuminthicknesswithnarrowboresand

probablydatetothe 1 8thcentury

Total: 26fragments

Context[40], spotdate:

«  X1stemofmedium/thinthicknessandanarrowbore

Significance,potentialandrecommendationsforfurtherwork

Theassemblagehas little significanceatalocallevel asthebowlshapesaretypicalforthose
foundinLondon. Atleastone probablelocalpipemakerisknowninthe assemblage. Theonly
potential ofthe claytobacco pipesistodate the contextstheywererecoveredfrom.Thereare

norecommendationsforfurtherworkonthematerial.

References

AtkinsonD.andOswald,A.,1969  'Londonclaytobaccopipes’. Journalof BritishArchaeology
Association, 3rdseries, Vol.32,171 =-227.
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APPENDIX7 : GLASSSPOTDATINGIN DEX

By ChrisJarrett ,Pre -ConstructArchaeologyLimited

Introduction

The glass recovered from the archaeological investigation consists of eight fragments,
representing 7 estimated numberofvessels (ENV)andweighing 142g9.Theglassdates onlyto
the post-medieval period. The condition of the materal is fairly good, but fragmentary and
probably consists of mostly tertiary deposited items . The glass was recovered from a single

context anditisdiscu ssedasaspotdatingindex

Spotdatingindex
Context[7],spotdate: late17th 18thcentury
+ ?Englishwinebottle:naturalpaleclivegreenglass,free- blown, neck, weathered.c.
1640onwards, 1fragment, 1ENV,3g
* Englishwinebottle,naturalpaleclivegreenglass. free- blown, rimwithastringfinish
dated c.1680- 90, weathered, 1fragment, 1ENV,35g
+* Englishwinebottle, naturalolivegreenglass free- blown,bodysherd, weathered, glass,
1fragment,1ENV.7g
* | umpofmelted,sodablue- greenglass, weathered post-medieval,1 fragment,1ENV,
10g
* Vessel naturalpaleclivegreenglass.free- blown,neck, weathered,post -medieval, 1
fragment,1ENV,3g
+ Vesselnaturaldarkolivegreenglass,.free-  blownbodyfragment sheavilyweathered
surfaces post -medieval, 2fragments,1ENV,83g
* Vessel high- limelow -alkali{HLLA)blue- greenglass,free- blown bodyshard, post-
medieval, 1fragment,1ENV,1g

Significance,potentialandrecommendationsforfurtherwork

The glass has no significance atalocal level  as it consists of mostly fragmentary material
derived from unidentified forms, while the recognisable forms (the wine bottles) are typical
occurrencesinLondonpost -medievalassemblages.Theonlypotentialoftheglass istobroadly
datethe contextitwasfoundin. T herearencrecommendations forfurtherwork ontheglass

assemblage.
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APPENDIXS8 : THEMETALFINDS

By MéritGaimster ,Pre -ConstructArchaeologylLimited

Onlyahandful of metalobjects were recovered from

the excavations. Thefinds, consisting of

iron nailsanda piece ofundiagnosticslag, are listed below. Nofurtherwork is recommended

forthisgroup,andthefindsmaybediscarded

context | description potdate recommendations
7 ironnails three;one  completel 145mm 1820-1830 digcard
26 slag;oneundiagnosticpiece 1630-1700 discard
31 ironnails threeincomplete 1660-1870 discard

WIT1 5:metalfinds
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APPENDIX 9: ANIMALBONEASSESSME NT

By KevinRielly ,Pre -ConstructArchaeologyLimited

Introduction

Thesiteislocatedsome200mwestoftheAngelUndergroundStation, betweenChapel Market
tothenorth and Pentonville Roadtothe south. Gtrialtrencheswereexcavatedwithinthe area
underinvestigation,thisrevealingevidenceforoccupat  iondatingbacktothe17  "/18™ centuries.
Variouslevellingdumpsand/orgarden/agricultural soils{Phase2) precede the development of
thesiteinthe18 /19" centuries(Phases3and4). Smallquantitiesofanimalboneswerehand

recoveredfromeachofthesephases.

Methodology

The bonewas recordedto species/taxonomiccategorywhere possibleandtosizeclassinthe

case of unidentifiable bones such as ribs, fragments of longbone shaft and the majority of
vertebra fragments. Recording follows the es  tablished techniques whereby details of the
element,species, boneportion,stateoffusion, wearofthedentition,anatomicalmeasurements

andtaphonomicincl udingnaturalandanthropogenicmoedificationstothebonewereregistered.

Descriptionoffaunal assemblage

Thesite providedagrandtotal of 19animalbones, allderivedfrom Trenches1and 2, these
producing&and 13 fragmentsrespectively. There is clearlyagreater concentrationwithinthe
pre-developmentdeposits (Phase 2), withthe remainderi nPhase3asshowninTable1,this
possiblydatingwellintothe19 ™ century. While probablyfromdifferent parts ofthe occupation
sequence, the bone collection was entirely taken from levelling deposits, with the possible

exceptionof(32)inPhase2 thisdescribedasa'reworkedsubsoll'.

Phase: 2 3
Species

Cattle [
Cattle-size 2 1
Sheep/Goat 5
Sheep-size 3 2
GrandTotal 16 3

Table1.Speciesabundancecfhandcollectedbones

The16bonesfromtheearierphaseincludeaselectionofcattleandsheep/goatfragments,the
formerconsisting of a mix of foodand processing waste and the latterentirely composed of

food waste. While principally derived from adult individuals, there are three cattle bones
(includingacattle- sizevertebra)f romjuveniles,theseundoubtedlyrepresentingvealcuts.One
ofthecattle- sizebones,arib,isfromanotablylargeanimal whichmayhavebeentakenfroma

large male orpossiblyfromoneofthe largercattlejustenteringthemeatmarketsatthistime
i.e.betweenthelate18 " andearly19 ™ centuries (after Rixson 2000,215). The three bones
from the later phase were unidentifiable tospecies, incorporating an indeterminate cattle- size

fragmentwithasheep- sizelongbonepieceandrib.
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Conclusionandrecommendationsforfurtherwork
Thereisarathersmallcollectionfromthesetrenches, withanobviousconcentrationintrenches

1andZ2. Thespecies listis rather limited butit canbe assumed thatspecies diversity would
increasewiththerecov eryofagreateramountofbones.Ofinterestisthepresencecfanotable

late trait, this concerning the large rib found in a Phase 2 deposit, possibly indicative of an
‘improved’ type of cattle. Further excavation will undoubted y provide more bones but the
quantitysofarrecoveredsuggeststhatthebonesareratherthinlyscattered. Thisissuggestive
ofaratherlowpotentialfortherecoveryofsufficientbonestomakeaworthwhilecontributionto

animalusagestudiesinthisareaatthistime.

Reference

Rixson,D,2000 TheHistoryofMeat Trading, MottinghamUniversityPress
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