LONDON ACADEMY, EDGWARE - AN ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVALUATION REPORT.

1
SUMMARY

1.1
The following report summarises the results of an archaeological evaluation undertaken by AOC Archaeology between 26th July and 30th July, 2004 ahead of development works for the London Academy, Edgware. 
1.2
Twelve trenches were excavated. A thirteenth trench (Trench 4) was not excavated as it was positioned within the sports facilities, an access road and partially covering a playground. Moreover, this area would have already been destroyed during the construction of the basketball court. All excavated trenches showed a full stratigraphic sequence apart from Trench 11, which was abandoned at a depth of 2.32m below ground level due to health and safety risks. Most of the trenches (1-3, 6-10, 13) contained ill-defined variations in the natural clay. Sections were excavated through these features to confirm that they were indeed changes in the natural clay. All the trenches contained 20th century land drains apart from Trenches 1, 6 and 9.
1.3
No archaeological features were recorded on the site.
2
INTRODUCTION

2.1
Site location (Fig. 1)

2.1.1
The proposed development is to the south of Spur road (A410) in Edgware, London Borough of Barnet. It is centred on National Grid Reference (NGR) TQ 18437 92926. The site is bounded by the A5 (Brockley Hill) to the southwest, Spur road to the north, and the existing Edgware School to the southeast.
2.2
Development Proposals

2.2.1
The development plan comprises the construction of a new school building, to be known as the London Academy.

2.3
Planning Background

2.3.1
The site has already undergone two earlier phases of predetermination. In September 2002 the preparation and submission of an Archaeological Desk-Based Assessment were carried out, along with the submission of results from a subsequent Geophysical Survey. A Watching Brief (AOC 2002b) during the excavation of the geotechnical test pits was also carried out. No features or finds predating the 20th century were recorded during the archaeological monitoring of the geotechnical test pits.
2.3.2
In accordance with Planning Policy Guidance: Archaeology and Planning (PPG 16, conditions 16 & 17) issued by the Department of the Environment in 1990 (DoE, 1990), and following an application for the Outline Planning Permission (Ref.: W13031/02), English Heritage requested that an archaeological evaluation be carried out in order to determine the potential archaeological impact to the site during development. 
2.3.3
The site comprises three separate areas: the area to the north of Spur road (A410), and two halves (divided east and west) of the playing field to the south of Spur road. This evaluation addresses the eastern, and larger, half of the playing field to the south of Spur road.
2.3.4
A Written Scheme of Investigation was accordingly prepared by AOC (June 2004).

3
ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL BACKGROUND
3.1
Geology

3.1.1
The underlying geology across the site is light brown/dark yellow compact London clay. Details of the test pits put into the site in 2002 can be found in the report for An Archaeological Watching Brief at London Academy Development, Edgware, London Borough of Barnet AOC Archaeology (2002b).
3.2
Site Description and Topography (Figure 2)
3.2.1
The site comprises an irregular piece of land, approximately 2.5ha. The 13 trenches were designed to define possible archaeological features identified in the geophysical survey. However, consideration was also given to the possibility that the geophysical survey may have failed to pick up more discreet features. For this reason each trench was positioned so as to evaluate negative areas as well, the aim being to achieve a representative sample of the assessment area.
3.3
Archaeological Background
3.3.1
The geophysical survey carried out by Stratascan in September 2002 revealed a series of high and low resistance anomalies across the site. However, the results were not clear enough to suggest any positive significance or allow for a description of any possible features.

3.3.2
Archaeological monitoring of the test pits in December 2002 revealed post-medieval make-up deposits to the east end of the site dating to the 20th century. No earlier features or finds were identified, even in residual form.
3.3.3
Prehistoric
There is evidence for prehistoric activity within the area, ranging from the Mesolithic through to the Iron Age. The presence of a Bronze Age barrow site and Iron Age enclosure 300m to the west of the development suggests the possibility for prehistoric remains.

3.3.4
Romano-British
The major Roman road, Watling Street, passes immediately west of the site, and although considerable evidence for Roman activity has been found within the vicinity of the study site, nothing dating to the Roman period has been found in on the site itself. Surrounding sites have revealed the presence of kiln and pottery dumps, as well as roadside cremation sites and linear drainage ditches. The possibility for Roman 1 remains is likely.

3.3.5
Saxon
Little is known of Saxon presence with the local area, with larger settlements being located at Covent Garden and The Strand. This is no reference to Saxon finds within the development area or the immediate vicinity.

3.3.6
Medieval
There is documentary evidence that the vill of Edgware prospered throughout the 12th and 13th centuries. The poor condition of the main road into London resulted in Edgware becoming a principal market town. Pottery dating between the 12th-14th centuries has been located on the heavily truncated site at Canon’s Corner.

3.3.7
Post-medieval
There are no Scheduled Ancient Monuments in the vicinity of the proposed development site and the only listed buildings in the area are not visible from the site. Since the 16th century no major alterations have been attributed to the site. The construction of the school in the 1930’s resulted in a change in status, from playing fields to sport fields. The surrounding area, however, was subjected to dramatic changes with the growth of the area and the subsequent development of domestic houses and offices.

4
AIMS OF THE INVESTIGATION

4.1
The primary aim of the investigation was to make a detailed record of the archaeological and palaeoenvironmental remains within the areas of evaluation prior to the proposed works.
4.2
The evaluation sought to establish the nature and extent of any archaeological remains by characterising the date, nature and significance of such archaeological structures, features and deposits as might have been found, and the artefacts and ecofacts that might have been contained within or associated with them, along with the impact which development will have upon them.
4.3
The evaluation sought to enable an informed decision to be made regarding the future treatment of any archaeological remains and consider any appropriate mitigatory measures either in advance of and/or during development.

4.4
The final aim was to make public the results of the archaeological work.

5
STRATEGY

5.1
Research Design

5.1.1
A Written Scheme of Investigation was designed by AOC Archaeology and agreed with English Heritage on behalf of the London Borough of Barnet. This described the opening of 13 trenches, measuring 50m x 1.8m each (see Figure 2 for trench locations).

5.1.2
Site procedures to be followed were defined in the Written Scheme of Investigation (AOC June 2004) and the Archaeological Guidance Papers 3, 4 and 5: Standards and Practices in Archaeological Fieldwork in London (English Heritage London Region 1998).

5.1.3
Provision was made for a report as defined in the Written Scheme of Investigation and Archaeological Guidance Paper 4: Archaeological Reports (English Heritage London Region 1998).

5.2
Methodology
5.2.1
A site code had already been agreed for the watching brief in 2002 and this was maintained for this evaluation (GEW 02).

5.2.2
The trenches were marked out using an EDM and the stations established by Gordon Tomalin Partnership Consultant Land Surveyors on the first day on site.
5.2.3
Trench 4 was abandoned with the agreement of Kim Stabler, English Heritage advisor to Barnet, as it covered an area encompassing an access road, playground and basketball court. Aside from the logistical problems this would have presented the basketball court would have destroyed any surviving archaeological deposits. The option of relocating it was deemed unnecessary on seeing the results from the remaining trenches.
5.2.4
The trenches were machine-excavated using a mechanical 360° excavator equipped with a toothless bucket supplemented by hand investigation of the deposits. Mechanical excavation was to the top of the ‘natural’ deposits.
5.2.5
A full written record was completed for all the trenches. Context numbers were allocated to each deposit, starting in the next hundred for each trench. Contexts started at 1100 to avoid any confusion with contexts assigned during the watching brief under the same site code. Heights for each context were established relative to Ordnance Datum (OD). This was achieved by using an engineering benchmark established by Gordon Tomalin Partnership Consultant Land Surveyors (Station 4, value: 71.91mOD). Four temporary benchmarks were set up around the site using Station 4 although only one was used (value: 75.26mOD). This was situated on a concrete stanchion supporting a nearby school building. Colour photographic record shots were taken of three trenches ranging from the deepest to the most shallow to demonstrate the slope of the natural geology.
5.2.6
All of the work was carried out in line with Archaeological Guidance Paper (AGP): 3, Standards and Practices in Archaeological Fieldwork (English Heritage June 1998). The work was monitored by Kim Stabler (English Heritage Advisor to the London Borough of Barnet).

5.2.7
Work was carried out to the standard specified by the Institute of Field Archaeologists (1994) and Archaeological Guidance Paper: 5 Archaeological Evaluation Reports (guidelines) (English Heritage London Region, June 1998).

6
RESULTS – (see Figure 2 for trench locations)
6.1
Trench 1
Ground level 0.00 = 74.64mOD.
0.00 – 0.28m
(1101)
Topsoil. Loose light brown/grey sandy clay silt. Moderate amount of small sub-rounded stone inclusions.
0.28 – 0.38m+
(1102)
Natural London Clay. Compact dark yellow/light brown clay. Occasional sub-rounded and sub-angular stone inclusions.
The topsoil immediately overlay the natural London Clay. No archaeological features or finds were recorded in this trench. 
6.2
Trench 2 
Ground level 0.00 = 74.72mOD
0.00 – 0.29m
(1201)
Topsoil. Loose light brown/grey sandy clay silt. Moderate amount of sub-rounded stone inclusions.
0.29 – 2.00m+
(1202)
Natural London Clay. Compact dark yellow/light brown clay. Occasional sub-rounded and sub-angular stone inclusions.
The topsoil immediately overlay the natural London clay. A test pit was dug at the west end approximately 2m deep (72.75mOD). This confirmed [1202] to be natural geology. Four modern land drains crossed the trench at intervals. At each end of the trench there was a modern cut. These had no obvious function but were linear in shape, albeit with irregular edges. These cuts line up with the eastern north-south part of the rectilinear anomaly picked up in the geophysical survey and the irregular shape at the west end. No archaeological features were recorded in this trench.
6.3
Trench 3
Ground level 0.00 = 75.41mOD  
0.00 – 0.25m
(1301)
Topsoil. Loose light brown/grey sandy clay silt. Occasional building material and small sub-rounded stone inclusions.
0.25 – 0.35m+
(1302)
Natural London Clay. Compact light brown/dark yellow clay. Moderate sub-rounded stone inclusions.
Trench 3 also included two land drains running northwest-southeast and a modern cut feature running east-west. The cut feature lies roughly in the same place as the southern east-west part of the rectilinear anomaly picked up in the geophysical survey. No archaeological features were recorded in this trench.
6.4
Trench 4 

Not excavated due to location over basketball court.
6.5
Trench 5 
Ground level 0.00 = 74.48mOD
0.00 – 0.32m
(1501)
Topsoil. Loose light grey/brown sandy clay silt.  Moderate small sub-rounded stone, occasional modern building material. 
0.32 – 0.40m+
(1502)
Natural London Clay. Compact mid-light brown clay. Occasional small sub-rounded stone.
Trench 5 contained one land drain that ran northeast-southwest and probably represents the southern anomaly revealed in the geophysical survey. No archaeological features were recorded in this trench. 
6.6
Trench 6 
Ground level 0.00 = 74.88mOD

0.00 – 0.32m
(1601)
Topsoil. Loose light grey/brown sandy clay silt. Occasional sub-rounded small stone. Occasional flecks of chalk.
0.32 – 0.41m+
(1602)
Natural London Clay. Compact orangey brown clay. Occasional sub-rounded small stone inclusions.
Trench 6 contained a manhole and a modern drain ditch that ran north-south. These were both found to the west end of the trench. The manhole lines up approximately with the anomaly identified in the geophysical survey under Trench 6. No archaeological features were recorded in this trench.
6.7
Trench 7

Ground level 0.00 = 74.65mOD

0.00 - 0.25m
(1701)
Topsoil. Loose light grey/brown sandy clay silt. Occasional sub-rounded small stone. Occasional flecks of chalk.

0.25 – 0.31m+
(1702)Natural London Clay. Compact orangey brown clay. Occasional sub-rounded small stone inclusions. Occasional flecks of chalk.

Trench 7 uncovered two land drains and Test Pit 3 from the watching brief. The drains likely represent the anomalies identified in this area by the geophysical survey. No archaeological features were found in this trench.
6.8
Trench 8

Ground level 0.00 = 74.18mOD

0.00 – 0.35m
(1801)
Topsoil. Loose light grey/brown sandy clay silt. Occasional sub-rounded small stone. Occasional flecks of chalk. Occasional building material fragments.

0.35 – 0.96m
(1802)
Modern made ground. Loose mixed clay and silt mid brown make up deposit. Moderate amounts of modern building material.

0.96 – 1.04m+
(1803)
Natural London Clay. Compact mid-light brown clay. Occasional small sub-rounded stone and bands of gravel.

Trench 8 revealed Test Pit 6 from the 2002 watching brief. The anomalies marked on the geophysical plan can possibly be explained by the presence of concrete, tarmac and rubble deposits within the made ground. No archaeological features were found in this trench.
6.9
Trench 9

Ground level 0.00 = 72.75mOD

0.00 – 0.30m
(1901)
Topsoil. Loose light grey/brown sandy clay silt. Occasional sub-rounded small stone. Occasional building material.

0.30 – 0.95m
(1902)
Modern made ground. Compact mid-light brown clay. Frequent building material. Occasional asbestos sheets.  
0.95 – 1.02m+
(1903)
Natural London Clay. Compact mid brown clay. Occasional lenses of sub-rounded stone and silt. 

Trench 9 became progressively deeper to the east. The depths above are taken from the east end. The natural clay was only 0.51m below ground level at the west end. The last 7.8m from the east end were heavily contaminated with oil that was presumably dumped into Trench 9 at the same time as the made ground was deposited as it was only present from a depth of 0.6m below ground level. The anomalies identified in the geophysical survey in this area may result from the building material within the made ground. No archaeological features were found in this trench.

6.10
Trench 10
Ground level 0.00 = 73.88mOD

0.00 – 0.25m
(2001)
Topsoil. Loose light grey/brown sandy clay silt. Occasional sub-rounded small stone.
0.25 – 0.70m
(2002)
Modern made ground. Compact mid brown clay. Occasional building material and chalk flecks.

0.70 – 0.75m+
(2003)
Natural London Clay. Compact light brown clay. Frequent sub-rounded stone. Occasional silty dips in clay (not more than 0.04m deep) resulting from rooting action.
Trench 10 contained eight land drains, two of which can probably be ascribed to the narrow linear depictions in the geophysical survey towards the north-west. No archaeological features were recorded in this trench.

6.11
Trench 11
Ground level 0.00 = 72.61mOD
0.00 – 0.32m
(2101)
Topsoil. Loose light grey/brown sandy clay silt. Occasional sub-rounded small stone. Occasional building material debris.

0.32 – 2.32m
(2102)
Modern made ground. Loose dark brown/black silty clay. Frequent building material. Moderate sub-rounded stone. Occasional pieces of wood. 
2.32 – 2.40m+
(2103)
Natural London Clay. Compact light orange/brown clay. Occasional small sub-rounded stone inclusions. 

Trench 11 was heavily contaminated with oil from a depth of 1.00m at the northern end. The natural London Clay exposed in all the other trenches was not reached in this trench due to the heavy contamination and collapsing sides posing a health and safety risk. No archaeological features were recorded in this trench.
6.12
Trench 12

Ground level 0.00 = 73.29mOD

0.00 – 0.45m
(2201)
Topsoil. Loose light grey/brown sandy clay silt. Occasional sub-rounded small stone. Occasional charcoal flecks.

0.45 – 1.00m
(2202)
Modern made ground. Compact mid orange/brown silty clay. Frequent building material. Occasional charcoal flecks.

1.00 – 1.12m
(2203)
Natural London Clay. Compact light orange/brown clay. Occasional small sub-rounded stone inclusions.
The last 10m towards the northeast end of Trench 12 were heavily contaminated with oil from a depth of 0.95m belowground level. One modern land drain was identified. The anomalies revealed in the geophysical survey in this area correspond roughly with higher concentrations of concrete and building rubble within the made ground. No archaeological features were recorded in this trench.
6.13
Trench 13

Ground level 0.00 = 73.26mOD

0.00 – 0.30m
(2301)
Topsoil. Loose light grey/brown sandy clay silt. Occasional sub-rounded small stone.

0.30 – 1.60m
(2302)
Modern made ground. Loose dark brown clayey silt. Moderate building material inclusions and ash lenses.
1.60 – 1.80m
(2303)
Natural London Clay. Compact light orange/brown clay. Occasional small sub-rounded stone inclusions.

Trench 13 identified five modern land drains. One of these corresponds approximately with the narrow linear anomaly identified in the geophysical survey. The more irregular anomalies can be explained by the higher concentrations of concrete and building rubble within the made ground. The last 8m towards the east end of the trench were oil contaminated from a depth of 1.50m below ground surface level. No archaeological features were recorded in this trench.
7
FINDS
7.1
No finds were collected from any of the trenches.

8
CONDITIONS
8.1
Conditions were continually sunny and dry throughout the evaluation. 
9
CONCLUSIONS

9.1
Despite the high archaeological potential of the site, in particular its proximity to the Roman road, no archaeological features were recorded in any of the trenches. The trenches did show that the natural geology gradually sloped to the east. Possibly this is a natural occurrence but the presence of modern made ground immediately overlying the natural London Clay does raise the possibility that the ground had undergone previous groundworks in the fairly recent past (second half of the 20th century). The narrow linear anomalies identified in the geophysical survey results can mostly be accounted for by the modern land drains mentioned in the individual trench records above. The more irregular anomalies generally covered areas of more dense made ground, including concrete and general building rubble. However, some of the anomalies cannot be accounted for at all. In particular there was no evidence for the large anomaly that ran east-west through the northern end of Trench 5.
9.2
How these results reflect on the areas to be developed to the north and west is uncertain. The western area on the south side of Spur Road is closer to the Roman road than the area covered in this evaluation and therefore more likely to encompass some evidence of Roman presence. However, if the western area has undergone the same level of groundwork that the eastern area seems to have done then it is unlikely that there will be any archaeological evidence left. The northern area lies close to the excavations at Canon’s Corner, carried out by Oxford Archaeology (Smith, 2003). This excavation identified a substantial Roman metalled surface, presumably Watling Street, and an associated ditch on its east side. It also identified ditches running off to the east in the direction of the third area to be investigated north of Spur road. Also this area has far more potential for identifying archaeological features because it is on considerably higher ground than the playing field to the south of Spur road. This would tend to indicate that it hasn’t been levelled off, or at least not to the same extent as the southern areas. 
10
RECOMENDATIONS

10.1
Due to the complete absence of any archaeology and the strong possibility of previous modern groundworks it is the author’s recommendations that no further work is necessary on this site although the final decision will rest with Kim Stabler of English Heritage Greater London Archaeological Advisory Service.
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APPENDIX A

List of Recorded Contexts
	Context
	Type
	Length
	Width
	Thickness

	
	
	
	
	

	1101
	Topsoil
	Trench
	Trench
	0.28m

	1102
	Natural London clay
	Trench
	Trench
	0.10m

	
	
	
	
	

	1201
	Topsoil
	Trench
	Trench
	0.29m

	1202
	Natural London clay
	Trench
	Trench
	0.09m

	
	
	
	
	

	1301
	Topsoil
	Trench
	Trench
	0.25m

	1302
	Natural London clay
	Trench
	Trench
	0.10m

	
	
	
	
	

	1501
	Topsoil
	Trench
	Trench
	0.32m

	1502
	Natural London clay
	Trench
	Trench
	0.08m

	
	
	
	
	

	1601
	Topsoil
	Trench
	Trench
	0.32m

	1602
	Natural London clay
	Trench
	Trench
	0.09m

	
	
	
	
	

	1701
	Topsoil
	Trench
	Trench
	0.25m

	1702
	Natural London clay
	    Trench
	Trench
	0.06m

	
	
	
	
	

	1801
	Topsoil
	Trench
	Trench
	0.35m

	1802
	Made ground
	Trench
	Trench
	0.61m

	1803
	Natural London clay
	Trench
	Trench
	0.08m

	
	
	
	
	

	1901
	Topsoil
	Trench
	Trench
	0.30m

	1902
	Made ground
	Trench
	Trench
	0.65m

	1903
	Natural London clay
	Trench
	Trench
	0.07m

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


	Context
	Type
	Length
	Width
	Thickness

	2001
	Topsoil
	Trench
	Trench
	0.25m

	2002
	Made ground
	Trench
	Trench
	0.45m

	2003
	Natural London clay
	Trench
	Trench
	0.05m

	
	
	
	
	

	2101
	Topsoil
	Trench
	Trench
	0.32m

	2102
	Made ground
	Trench
	Trench
	2.00m

	2103
	Natural London clay
	Trench
	Trench
	0.08m

	
	
	
	
	

	2201
	Topsoil
	Trench
	Trench
	0.45m

	2202
	Made ground 
	Trench
	Trench
	0.55m

	2203
	Natural London clay
	Trench
	Trench
	0.12m

	
	
	
	
	

	2301
	Topsoil
	Trench
	Trench
	0.30m

	2302
	Made ground
	Trench
	Trench
	1.10m

	2303
	Natural London clay
	Trench
	Trench
	0.20m
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