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Non-Technical Summary 

A four-pit archaeological evaluation of a site on the north side of Homerton High Street, at 3 – 8 
Furrow Lane in Hackney, was carried out to determine the presence or absence of 
archaeological remains. The site was characterised by made ground of post-medieval date 
overlying natural gravels. 
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1. Introduction 
1.1 Site Location 

1.1.1 The site is situated to the on the east side of Furrow Lane, Hackney; National Grid Reference TQ
3546 8511 (Figure 1). The development site is rectangular and measures a total area of 
approximately 0.156 hectares. It is bound to the west by Furrow Lane, by Homerton Row to the north 
and residential dwellings to the south and east. (Figure 1). 

1.1.2 The site is currently occupied by two former community centres at the northern and southern ends of 
the site. A number of garages adjoin these buildings. The proposed development comprises the 
construction of a community centre and affordable residential buildings. 

1.1.3 The evaluation was carried out in May 2009 and comprised the excavation of 4 trenches each 
measuring 2m by 2m. The archaeological trenches were all located outside the standing buildings. 

1.2 Planning Background 

1.2.1 The local planning authority is the London Borough of Hackney. Archaeological advice to the council 
is provided by David Divers of the Greater London Archaeological Advisory Service (GLAAS). 

1.2.2 A planning application has been approved to develop the site, subject to conditions (Application No 
2008/1905). The proposed development comprises the construction of a community centre and 
affordable residential buildings.  

1.2.3 GLAAS recommended that an archaeology condition be placed on planning permission to secure a 
programme of archaeological work. The excavation of four evaluation trenches was carried out in 
accordance with a Written Scheme of Investigation (AOC 2009) as a first phase of work. This 
document presents the results of these four trenches.  

1.3 Geology and Topography 

1.3.1 A geotechnical report by MLM Environmental (MLM, 2008a) indicates that the site sits upon Taplow 
Gravels overlying London Clay. The natural geology is overlain by between 2.5m of made ground in 
the south of the site and 1m of made ground in the north of the site, with pockets of made ground 
over 4m deep.

1.3.2 The site stands at around 15.2m OD and slopes down slightly southwards. 
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2. Historical and Archaeological Background 
2.0.1 The following information is drawn a number of sources including the London Archaeological Archive 

and Research Centre.

2.1 Prehistoric (before cAD 43) 

2.1.1 Significant Palaeolithic and Mesolithic remains have been found in Hackney. However, very little 
evidence of prehistoric activity has been recorded close to the site.  

2.2 Roman (cAD 43 - 410) 

2.2.1 The site is situated outside the Roman settlement of Londinium and there have been few finds of 
Roman date within the immediate vicinity of the site. However, the A10 road, formed by modern day 
Shoreditch High Street, Kingsland Road and Kingsland High Street to the west, delineates the line of 
the Roman road known as Ermine Street. 

2.3 Early Medieval (AD 410-1066) and Medieval Periods (AD 1066-1535) 

2.3.1 The focus of Saxon activity in London was in the Covent Garden area, then known as Lundenwic.
There are no finds within the vicinity of the site of Saxon date. 

2.3.2 The foundations of a possible Saxo-Norman building were excavated at 12 Homerton High Street, 
just to the southeast of the site. This excavation also recorded quarry pits of the same date. 

2.3.3 London expanded significantly in the medieval period, this is reflected in the increased activity close 
to the site, the Saxo-Norman building on Homerton High Street was replaced by a later medieval 
building with associated ditches and a timber sluice. 

2.3.4 A medieval manor known as Shoreditch Place was excavated 1km southwest of the site. A series of 
chalk foundations were recorded. These, along with associated tiled floors, overlay a revetted stream 
channel. 

2.3.5 The general environs of Homerton were of rural character, well-drained fertile soils on the west side 
of the Lea valley above Hackney Marshes to the east. 

2.4 Post-Medieval (c. AD 1535 – 1900)  

2.4.1 The oldest building in Hackney is a Tudor Manor known as Sutton House. This stands approximately 
150m to the east of the site. It was built in 1535 by Sir Ralph Sadleir, Principal Secretary of State to 
Henry VIII. Its gardens may have once extended as far as the site of Furrow Lane. 

2.4.2 There is a photograph of a large timber-framed building lying on the east side of Furrow Lane. This 
may be of early post-medieval date. Early editions of the Ordnance Survey Maps for the area show a 
large building on the southwest of the site, which may be this building. 

2.4.3 The Hamlet of Homerton gradually developed during the 16th century. Excavations at 1 Fenn Street, 
just to the east of Furrow Lane, recorded evidence of 17th and 18th century residential buildings and 
associated gardens. The area around the site appears to have stayed largely residential into the 
modern period. By the 18th century, Homerton was impoverished: the Hackney Union Workhouse 
was erected in 1732, and by the end of the 19th century, factories were being built amongst the 
squalid poverty, and the Workhouse Infirmary was expanded, eventually becoming the current 
Hackney Hospital, at the east end of Homerton High Street. 

2.4.4 Homerton University Hospital is located immediately to the northeast of the site. It was founded in 
1870 as a smallpox hospital known as Eastern Hospital. By 1986 it had been demolished and 
Homerton Hospital built in its place.  
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2.4.5 Furrow Lane is first depicted on Ordnance Survey maps of the 19th century, when it is labelled 
‘Plough Lane’. The name Furrow Lane does not appear until after the Second World War, when the 
current range of buildings on site were built. 

3. Strategy 
3.1 Aims of the Investigation 

3.1.1 The aims of the investigation were defined in the Written Scheme of Investigation: 
� To establish the presence/absence of archaeological remains within the site. 
� To determine the extent, condition, nature, character, quality and date of any archaeological 

remains encountered. 
� To record and sample excavate any archaeological remains encountered. 
� To assess the ecofactual and environmental potential of any archaeological features and 

deposits. 
� To determine the extent of previous truncations of the archaeological deposits. 
� To enable the Archaeological Advisor to the London Borough of Hackney to make an informed 

decision on the status of the archaeology condition. 

� To make available to interested parties the results of the investigation in order to inform the 
mitigation strategy as part of the planning process. 

3.1.2 The specific aims of the Evaluation were: 
� To determine the presence of any remains of prehistoric date on site. 
� To determine the presence of any remains of Saxon and medieval date on site. 

3.1.3 To make public the results of the investigation, subject to any confidentiality restrictions. 

3.2 Methodology 

3.2.1 A site code FUW 09 was obtained from the Museum of London in advance of commencing the 
fieldwork. 

3.2.2 The evaluation comprised the machine excavation of four trenches 2m by 2m at base. All of the 
trenches were located as specified in the Written Scheme of Investigation (AOC 2008b).  

3.2.3 The entire site was visually inspected before the commencement of machine excavation.  

3.2.4 A JCB 3CX fitted with a 1.5m wide toothless ditching bucket was used to excavate to the potential 
archaeological horizon. All machining was carried out under direct control of an experienced 
archaeologist.  

3.2.5 On completion of the machine excavation, all trench faces that required examination or recording 
were recorded to the standards set out within the MoLAS Archaeological Field Manual (1994), and in 
accordance with the Written Scheme of Investigation. Written descriptions, comprising both factual 
data and interpretative elements were recorded on standardized pro–forma recording sheets. Plans 
were drawn of each trench at a scale of 1:20. Short representative sample sections of trenches were 
drawn at 1:10. A digital photographic and black and white photographic record was made.  

3.2.6 Excavated material was examined in order to retrieve artefacts to assist in the analysis of spatial 
distribution. 

3.2.7 A Temporary Bench Mark was set up on the site transferred from a Bench Mark on the southwest 
corner of the west wing of St John’s Church and levels were recorded for each deposit. 
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3.2.8 The evaluation work was undertaken over 2 days by Catherine Edwards and Les Capon, Project 
Officers, under the overall project management of Andy Leonard, Project Manager. 

4 Results 
4.1 Trench 1 (Figure 3)

4.1.1 Trench 1 was located in the northwest part of the open area of the site, near to Furrow Lane. 

Table of stratigraphy 
Level (OD) of 
Top of Context 

Thickness Context  Description 

15.20m 0.12m (100) Tarmac 
15.08m 1.33m (101-103) Soil horizons 
13.75m N/A (104) Taplow gravel. 

4.1.2 The naturally-lain Taplow gravel was present at 13.75mOD, and was light yellowish brown with 
small, well-sorted gravel inclusions (104). This was sealed by a layer of gravel-rich brown sandy silt 
(103) 0.20m thick that contained brick fragments, thus clearly reworked. Above this was a thick layer 
of homogenous dark greyish brown sandy silt (101) that was 1.25m deep, indicating a single phase 
of deposition. The layer was clearly of 20th century origin, containing within it pieces of tarmac, 
concrete and plastic items. 

4.1.3 This deep layer was cut by pipe runs and cable trenches oriented east west [102] that are thought to 
serve, or have served, the standing buildings. The fill of the trench was sealed by hardcore with 
tarmac above (100), forming the yard surface of the site, at 15.20m OD. 

4.2 Trench 2 (Figure 3)

4.2.1 Trench 2 was located towards the east-centre of the site. 

Table of stratigraphy 
Level (OD) of 
Top of Context 

Thickness Context  Description 

15.27m 0.12m (200) Tarmac 
15.15m 1.24m (202-205) Soil horizons 
13.91m N/A (206) Taplow gravel. 

4.2.2 The naturally-lain Taplow Gravels (206) were present at 13.91mOD. These were cut by a pit that 
extended south and west beyond the limit of the trench [205]. The one corner of the pit in the trench 
was square. The sides dropped at 60º to a flat base, and it was 0.60m deep. The fill of the pit was 
mid greyish brown sandy silt (204) with inclusions of gravel, animal bone fragments, brick and tile 
pieces and mortar fragments. The pieces of building material are all small, but one had a splash of 
black glaze and may be from a fire surround. In general, the building material is believed to date to 
between the 15th and 18th century (Appendix B). The presence of mortar fragments suggests that 
this is a demolition deposit.  

4.2.3 The pit was sealed by a thick layer of made ground that also directly overlay the gravel, possibly 
hinting at some horizontal truncation or reworking of the top of the pit. The made ground was dark 
greyish brown clayey silt (203), with gravel and brick inclusions, and was 0.65m deep. No finds were 
collected; it appeared to represent a single event of made ground that post-dated the pit. This made 
ground was sealed by a patchy layer of grey sandy gravel which was mostly large, rounded stones 
(202). These stones did not form a surface, rather appeared to be a consolidation layer for the 
clayey ground below, or just a dump. The gravel was sealed by a layer of silty clay with brick and 
concrete rubble (201), and the sequence was sealed by hardcore and gravel, the surface of the yard 
(200) at 15.27mOD. 
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4.3 Trench 3 (Figure 4)

4.3.1 Trench 3 was located towards the west-centre of site. 

Table of stratigraphy 
Level (OD) of 
Top of Context 

Thickness Context  Description 

15.14m 0.27m (301) Tarmac 
14.87m 1.03m (302-305) Soil horizons 
13.84m N/A (306) Taplow gravel. 

4.3.2 Taplow gravel was present at 13.84mOD at the southwest corner of the trench, dropping gently to 
the northeast to 13.50m. This may be the result of an intrusion into the gravel, but this could not be 
confirmed within the confines of the trench. The gravel was sealed by a layer of dark brown sandy 
silt (305) over 0.50m thick, becoming deeper to the northeast. This dark brown layer contained 
fragments of oyster shell, brick fragments, mortar fragments, and several sherds of 18th or 19th

century bottle glass. There was no evidence for tip lines towards the dip in the gravel. The bricks are 
of post-medieval date, but hand-made, and therefore probably date to the 17th or 18th centuries 
(Appendix B). Roof tile was also present.  

4.3.3 The thick layer was sealed by a patchy deposit of demolition material (304), which was dominated by 
small fragments of brick and powdery lime mortar. This may be evidence for a demolished building 
on or near the site. Assessment of the brick fragments recovered indicated they were roughly 
contemporary in date to that of the material recovered from layer (305).  

4.3.4 The demolition deposit was sealed by a scatter of gravel (303), in turn sealed by coarse made 
ground of silty clay, brick and concrete (302), with hardcore and Tarmac above (301) at 15.14mOD. 

4.4 Trench 4 (Figure 4) 

4.4.1 Trench 4 was located in the southeast of the site. 

Table of stratigraphy 
Level (OD) of 
Top of Context 

Thickness Context  Description 

15.07m 0.12m (400) Tarmac 
14.95m 0.88m (401-406) Soil horizon 
13.27m N/A (407) Brickearth.

4.4.2 Naturally-lain brickearth (407) at the base of the trench was at 13.27mOD. This was examined for 
features, but none were present. The brickearth was sealed by a layer of greyish brown sandy clay 
containing mortar fragments and occasional gravel (406) that was 0.40m deep. Above this was a 
second layer of sandy clay (405), slightly browner, with brick and tile fragments within, evidence that 
this is reworked or made up.  

4.4.3 This layer was cut by a vertical-edged pit [404] that was greater than 1.20m deep. The base was not 
located. The pit was filled with mid-brown sandy silt (403) with a high proportion of brick and tile. This 
may be the cut for removal of a foundation, or possibly a quarry pit. 

4.4.4 The pit fill was sealed by a layer of mottled sandy clay (402) with brick, tile and mortar; made ground 
with some demolition material within. This was sealed by a layer of general demolition material 
(401), and the sequence was topped by tarmac over hardcore, forming the current yard surface 
(400) at 15.07mOD. 
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5. Finds 
5.1 Finds were recovered from three individual contexts (204), (304) and (305) during the course of the 

evaluation. Fragments of ceramic building material were recovered from all three contexts. In 
addition, two fragments of animal bone were collected from context (204), and three fragments of 
bottle glass from context (305). 

6. Discussion 
6.1 The topography of the site generally follows the slope of Taplow gravel represented in the trenches, 

although the presence of Brickearth in Trench 4 suggests that there has been truncation to the 
natural horizon. 

6.2 The gravel and Brickearth is directly overlain by ground that has either been reworked or imported to 
the site. Brick fragments dating to between the 15th to 19th century are common in all layers of made 
ground, and these are likely to have become incorporated into the soil through reworking. The site 
on Furrow lane, formerly Plough Lane, may have been named for agricultural or horticultural use of 
the site, and it may be this use that has resulted in the general reworking of the soils above the 
gravel.

6.3 Gravel and Brickearth are also exploitable commodities in the post-medieval period, so the ground 
across the site may represent sandy silts redeposited across the site following a period of quarrying. 

6.4 The definite cut features may be evidence for such quarrying activities. There is a notable quantity of 
building material across the site generally in the made ground, but not enough to indicate full 
demolition horizons. The cut in Trench 4 has a large quantity of building material, but the reason for 
the cut was not apparent in the trench. The scatter of building material in Trench 3 (304) is very 
mortar rich. Given the known history of the site, with a timber-framed building fronting onto Furrow 
Lane demolished in the 20th century, this lime mortar and brick fragments could be the demolition 
horizon from that structure. In all trenches the current tarmac overlies layers of hardcore that are of 
modern date. 

6.5 The trenches investigated show that there is significant reworking and truncation of all deposits in 
the post-medieval period, with possible evidence of quarrying. No foundations or cut features of 
domestic origin were proved during these works.  

7. Publication 
7.1 The results of the evaluation will be published as a summary in the local archaeological journal and 

through the OASIS project. If further work is required in the light of these results, the suitable level of 
publication will be dependent on the significance of the further archaeological results. 
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Appendix A – Context Register 
Context Description Length/m Width/m Depth/m
100 Tarmac 2.00 2.00 0.12
101 Made Ground 2.00 0.80 >1.25
102 Made ground with services 2.00 1.20 1.25
103 Brown sand, gravel, some brick 2.00 0.80 0.20
104 Taplow gravel 2.00 0.80 NFE

200 Tarmac and Type 1 2.50 2.00 0.12
201 Made ground 2.50 2.00 0.50
202 Gravel dump: made ground 2.50 2.00 0.10
203 Made ground 2.50 2.00 0.65
204 Fill of 205 1.40 1.35 0.60
205 Pit 1.40 1.35 0.60
206 Taplow gravel 0.40 0.35 NFE

301 Tarmac and Type 1 2.00 2.00 0.27
302 Made ground 2.00 2.00 0.23
303 Made ground, gravel 2.00 2.00 0.08
304 Demo deposit, rubble 2.00 1.00 0.15
305 Made ground 2.00 2.00 0.80
306 Taplow gravel 2.00 2.00 NFE

400 Tarmac and Type 1 2.00 2.00 0.12
401 Made ground 2.00 2.00 0.30
402 Made ground 2.00 2.00 0.44
403 Fill of 404 2.00 1.20 >0.90
404 Pit 2.00 1.20 >0.90
405 Made ground 2.00 0.80 0.50
406 Made ground 2.00 0.80 0.40
407 Taplow gravel 2.00 0.80 NFE
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Appendix B – Finds Reports 
The Ceramic Building Material 

by
Sarah Porteus 

Introduction 

A total of 18 fragments of ceramic building material (CBM) weighing a total of 4400g were recovered from 3 
contexts. The assemblage consisted of post medieval brick, peg tile and pantile with some possible residual 
medieval brick.  

Methodology 

The ceramic building material has been recorded on a recording form based on that of the Museum of 
London (MoL). The CBM has been quantified by fabric, form, weight, and fragment count. Fabrics have been 
identified with the aid of a binocular microscope and cross-referenced to the MoL building materials type 
series where possible. The data has been entered onto an Excel database.  

The Fabrics and Forms 

Three brick fabrics were identified within the assemblage. The earliest bricks present are in soft red fabric 
3033 and 3065. These are found in London from the late 15th century to the late 17th century. In the later 
17th century these were replaced by harder dark red bricks containing domestic rubbish such as bone and 
ashes (fabric 3032). The earlier examples are un-frogged, with frogs becoming more common after c. 1750 
AD. All the red bricks were made at brickfields close to London. Hand made brick fragments in fabric 3033 
were present in contexts [204] and [304], a single fragment from context [204] had a vitrified header with a 
gazed appearance, this may be accidental or intentional with the grey vitrified bricks being used to form a 
polychrome pattern with evenly fired orange bricks. Brick in fabric 3065 was recovered from context [304] 
and [305]. The thickness of the orange bricks (65mm) suggests they date from the latter part of the date 
range, though they are residual to the contexts within which they were found. Brick fragments in the later 
fabric 3032 were recovered from contexts [304] and [305] and are unfrogged in both cases suggesting a 17th

or 18th century date.

Roofing tile was represented by fragments of a single pantile from context [304] and two fragments of peg tile 
from context [204]. The pantile is made from an orange fabric with sparse fine mica and calcareous 
inclusions with a scatter of possible black sand and dates from between the mid 17th to 19th century. The peg 
tile is made from a fine orange fabric with moderate mica and orange silt inclusions with sparse red iron rich 
inclusions and is probably of 15th to 18th century date.    

Summary 

The CBM recovered from site is of typical London brick and tile fabrics, the early post-medieval material is 
possibly residual as it occurs with later post-medieval fabric types and forms.   

Material for Illustration 
None of the material is recommended for illustration 

Analysis of Potential 
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The ceramic building material broadly dates the contexts in which it occurs. The assemblage holds little 
potential for further study, it is recommended the material is discarded. 

Significance of the data 

The assemblage is not of national or international significance  

Further Work required 

None. 

Conservation requirements 
None. 
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Context Fabric Form Count Weight L B T Condition Comments Fabric notes Ke

204 3033 brick 2 128 A one fragment has vitrified header 
face. C15th-C17th 1

204 T1/2816 peg
tile 2 174 14 1Rd Circular peg hole. C15th-C18th 

Fine orange fabric with moderate fine mica and 
orange silt inclusions with sparse fine red iron rich 
inclusions.

1

304 T2 pantile 9 636 14 S 9 conjoining fragments. Mid C17th-
C19th

Orange fine fabric with fine mica inclusions, 
sparse black sand? And calcareous inclusions.  1

304 3033 brick 1 762 65 A With some possible bone inclusions. 
Unfrogged. 1

304 3032 Brick 1 472 67 Large bone fragment in fabric. 
Unfrogged. 1

304 3065? Brick 1 1410 105 63 Orange, high fired, Mid C15th-C17th 1
305 3065 brick 1 472 57 unfrogged orange brick 1
305 3032? brick 1 346 65 A unfrogged, underfired. 1

Table 1. The Ceramic Building Material Assemblage 
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An Assessment of the Non-Ceramic Finds  

by

Paul Fitz 

Introduction 
 A small amount of animal bone and vessel glass was recovered from 2 separate contexts, a pit fill and a 
layer/deposit and are discussed below.  

Animal Bone 
A total of 2 fragments of animal bone were retained from context (204). They are both pieces from a rib of a 
medium/large sized mammal. There is a clear butchery mark across one end. 

Glass
A total of 3 sherds of green bottle glass were collected from context (305). One is a neck piece with complete 
lip and collar, suggesting an ale or spirit bottle. One a body sherd and one with what could be a flared lip and 
body sherd. They could all have been manufactured in the 17th or 18th century.

Conclusion and recommendations 
None of the finds can help to closely date the contexts. The glass bottle sherds are likely 18th, or possibly 
19th, century in date. 
The finds will be processed and catalogued to the Museum of London guidelines for archive deposition with 
the London Archaeological Archive and Research Centre (LAARC). 

Context Material  Number of pieces 
204 Animal bone 2
305 Glass (bottle) 3
Table 2. The Non-Ceramic Finds Assemblage 
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