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Summary

This report relates to the proposed development at Drapers School, Fountain Drive, Carshalton,

Surrey, SM5 4NR. Sutton Archaeological Services undertook a watching brief on the hand

excavation of a electricity cable trench between 6  and 10  February. Subsequent surveying tookth th

place 16  July.th

The development area is a Scheduled Ancient Monument (L0163) under the provisions of the

Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 and an application for Scheduled Monument

Consent was made to English Heritage on 13  December 2011 and granted on 4  January 2012,th th

subject to various conditions (see appendix II).

The proposed development site consisted of a wooded area to the east of the school. The

development involved replacing an electricity cable to the school, but leaving the old cable in situ.

Taking the evidence as a whole, before the watching brief, the potential for Prehistoric settlement

and activity in the area of the site seems medium. The potential for  Roman, Saxon, Medieval and

Post-Medieval settlement and activity in the area of the site seems low.

The watching brief only revealed topsoil, tarmac and made ground deposits. It is presumed these

deposits covered the natural Greensand, which was only exposed in one section of the cable trench.

The finds were 20  century CBM, except for two small sherds of Late Bronze Age pottery and ath

piece of burnt flint. Following the watching brief our revised view is that this site still has potential

for archaeological remains of the Prehistoric and Roman period.

Our findings set out above lead us to conclude that the proposed development did not destroy any

archaeological remains of national, regional or local importance, deserving further investigation or

preservation.

We suggest that no further archaeological monitoring or intervention is needed and that the

archaeological conditions in the Scheduled Monument Consent have been fulfilled. The decision to

discharge the archaeological conditions, however, rests with the Ancient Monuments Inspector at

English Heritage.
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Fig. 2 Location Plan © Crown Copyright MC/98/38

Introduction

This report relates to the development at

Drapers School, Fountain Drive,

Carshalton, Surrey, SM5 4NR.

The development area is a Scheduled

Ancient Monument (L0163) under the

provisions of the Ancient Monuments and

Archaeological Areas Act 1979 and an

application for Scheduled Monument

Consent was made to English Heritage on

13  December 2011 and granted on 4th th

January 2012, subject to various conditions

(see appendix I).

The London Borough of Sutton (the developer) commissioned Sutton Archaeological Services (SAS)

to carry out an archaeological watching brief on the digging of the electricity trench.

The Site

Location: The site lies in the London Borough of Sutton, close to the boundary with the Borough

Reigate and Banstead. Just to the north of the site is what was once Queen Mary’s Hospital, now the

new Stanley Park High School.

Topography: The site lies on the dip slope of the North Downs, with the ground sloping down from

the north-east to the south-west. The site lies at around 100m aOD. 

Geology: The geology of the site consists of Greensand overlying chalk.

The proposed development site consists of a partly wooded area to the east of Drapers school.

The development involves replacing an electricity cable to the school. To avoid cutting off the power,

the original cable trench was to be dug out by hand and the existing cable left in situ. The new cable

was to be laid on top of the old cable.
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Archaeological Discussion

There is evidence of Mesolithic activity in the Woodcote area and a large spread of Neolithic flints

points to some form of associated agriculture if not habitation in the Neolithic period. The latter may

well have pre-dated the Late Bronze Age (LBA) enclosure at the old Queen Mary's Hospital.

Fig. 3 Site location plan



Adkins, L. and Adkins, R. A. 1986 Mesolithic, Neolithic and Bronze Age Flint Artifacts from Little Woodcote,1

Surrey Archaeol Coll, 77, 187-196.

Adkins, L. and Needham, S. 1985 New Research on a Bronze Age enclosure at Queen Mary's Hospital,2

Carshalton, Surrey Archaeol Coll, 76, 11-50.

Adkins, L. and Adkins, R. A. 1986 op. cit.3
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Prehistoric

The area is of some archaeological importance in the Prehistoric period with an extensive surface

find of Mesolithic, Neolithic and Bronze Age flints about 800m to the south-east .1

The LBA defended enclosure at Queen Mary's Hospital showed signs of habitation with a pottery

assemblage, clay slabs and spindle whorls the precise stratification of which are unknown, except

that they came from the ditches of the enclosure. How far the occupation spreads beyond the site

remains to be seen, but further work by the Museum of London in 1993 revealed more LBA ditches

outside and just to the south of the enclosure. The outside area may have been used for

metalworking, burials, chalk quarrying, for cultivating wheat and barley, and for the keeping of sheep

and cattle . A small fragment of a bronze sword was found close to Queen Mary's Hospital .2 3

Recent work in advance of the new Stanley Park High School, built on the site of the old Queen

Mary’s Hospital, revealed more than a hundred animal sacrifices, including sheep, a pig, a horse, a

goat and dogs, indicating the site was likely to have been a key spiritual site in the Iron Age. The

excavation also found Iron Age features including a possible droveway, shallow gullies and a

possible spearhead, with pottery in pits and ditches. The findings provide evidence of early Iron Age

settlement possibly from a small farming community, with typical earth and timber roundhouses with

thatched roofs.

Before the archaeological work the potential for Prehistoric archaeology and activity on site was

considered medium.

Roman

The Woodcote area is famous in antiquarian studies as being the supposed site of a major Roman

settlement known as Novoganvs, recorded by Camden in the 17th century, but no archaeological

evidence for this site has been found. The recent work at Stanley Park High School has revealed 15

child skeletons and animals dating to the Roman period, showing that there was some Roman

occupation in the area.
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Before the archaeological work there was insufficient information, so the potential for Roman

activity in the area was considered low.

Saxon

Little is know of the Saxon Period so before the archaeological work there was insufficient

information, so the potential for Saxon activity in the area was considered low.

Medieval - Post-Medieval

The nearest Medieval site is probably the remains of the Woodcote village, the location of which is

now lost. There were 15 taxpayers there in 1332, but by 1586 the village was in ruins. The area was

once part of the Carew lands in Great Woodcote. A new lodge was built in the early 16th century and

is shown as a Gentlemans House in Speed's map in 1590, but in 1594 Norden's map only shows it

as a place name. Until fairly recently, the land was part of Little Woodcote Estate.

Before the archaeological work the potential for Medieval and Post Medieval archaeology and

activity on this site was therefore considered low.

Archaeological Potential

Taking the evidence as a whole, before the watching brief, the potential for Prehistoric settlement

and activity in the area of the site seems medium. The potential for  Roman, Saxon, Medieval and

Post-Medieval settlement and activity in the area of the site seems low.

Archaeological Proposals

Usually, where development may destroy archaeology, an archaeological intervention is undertaken

in the from of an evaluation or watching brief to identify the presence or absence, extent, character,

quality and date of any threatened deposits and, where necessary, to develop a suitable mitigation

strategy or design measures to protect the archaeology. If significant remains are encountered then

further investigation may have been needed to mitigate the impact of development, and the scope of

that work will be detailed in another Research Design.

SAS proposed to undertake a watching brief on the digging of the cable trench (fig. 4).
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Archaeological method

Standards:  SAS carried out the archaeological watching brief in accordance with:

• our research design dated January 2012.

• the Institute for Archaeologists Code of Conduct, Code of Approved Practice for
the Regulation of Contractual Arrangement in Field Archaeology.

• the archaeological guidance papers issued by English Heritage.

• English Heritage’s Guidance papers for Archaeological Fieldwork Projects

• Scheduled Monument Consent 4  January 2012th

Control:  All excavation work was done under the control of the archaeologists on site.

Non-archaeological deposits: deposits were removed by hand, in level spits of no more than 10-

15cm. Work continued removing all overburden until we reached the first significant archaeological

Fig. 4 Cable location trench in relation to LBA enclosure (after Adkins & Needham 1985)
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layer or the limit of excavation, at which point all work ceased. In this way the trench was excavated

without finding any archaeological deposits.

Site records:  We recorded all features as we proceeded, by written records, plans, sections and

photographs. In all, we recorded 6 contexts - numbered [001] to [006] - in a single context recording

system. The site was recorded in accordance with the Fieldwork Methodology in our research design,

and using the Museum of London’s recording system.

Levels:  All levels were taken from the Bellway Homes’s site TBM in Damson Way, Carshalton,

value 90.724m aOD.

Watching brief report

The original aim was to excavated the current cable trench, but leaving the existing cable in situ, with

the new cable being laid on top of the old cable. This proved difficult to do as no plan of the current

cable trench existed. An attempt to located the old trench caused too much disturbance within the

scheduled monument area and it was decided, with the agreement of English Heritage, to excavated

a new trench. It was estimated that this method would cause the minimum of damage to the

monument area. Part of the cable trench from the main building to an auxiliary building had already

been dug before the archaeological work began.

Work started from the north-west corner of the sub-station for a distance of about 17.20m at which

point the trench alignment changed. The trench was excavated for about a further 10.90m when it

changed alignment again. It continued for another 2.40m and again changed alignment, continuing

for a further 16.75m. The final change of alignment was just before one of the school’s ancillary

buildings when the trench turned and ran into the school’s grounds.

The first context was a turf and topsoil deposit [001] consisting of a friable, medium brown fine silty

sand, with frequent large fragments of concrete slabs and occasional small to medium flint pebbles

and large fragments of modern CBM. This covered the first 11m section to a depth of between 39cms

to 43cms. A small sherd of LBA pottery and a fragment of burnt flint were recovered from this

context.
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Fig. 5 Trench section
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Below context 001 was the tarmac surface [002] of an old road. A kerbstone was found near to the

sub-station and also at about 11m. Both of contexts 001 and 002 had cut into existing contexts to the

west of the road. Because the excavation was by hand, no attempt was made by the contractors to cut

into the tarmac. The cable was laid directly on the tarmac surface.

Beyond the road the contexts changed with the upper context being very similar to 001, but with less

turf and darker soil. It consisted of a friable, dark brown fine silty sand [004], with occasional small

to medium flint pebbles. This covered the next 13m section to a depth of between 23cms to 43cms.

Below context 003 was the natural Greensand, a friable, medium olive brown fine slightly silty sand

[003], with occasional small to large flint pebbles. A small sherd of LBA pottery was found on the

surface of this context. Context 004 continued until it abutted a 20  century brick wall, which cutth

into the Greensand 003.

Here the topsoil [005] to the west was similar to 004, but lacked the turf and contained fragments of

chalk within its matrix. Below 005 was a made ground/demolition deposit [006] of very soft,

medium brown clayey sand, containing frequent fragments of concrete, modern CBM and chalk, as

well as occasional small to large flint pebbles. Both of this contexts continued until the end of the

monitored trench.

Assessment and interpretation

The evidence from the SAS preliminary research indicated that there was Prehistoric settlement

and/or activity in the surrounding area, in particular the ditches of a late Bronze Age enclosure.

The watching brief only revealed topsoil, tarmac and made ground deposits. It is presumed these

deposits covered the natural Greensand, which was only exposed in one section of the cable trench.

It would appear from the watching brief that at some time in the early 20  century, the originalth

deposits had been removed down to the natural by the construction of a previous Hospital building

and its subsequent demolition. The road surface was once a continuation of a road called The Drive.

This road continued into the forecourt of the ‘H’ shaped hospital building, where it terminated in a

traffic island. A large pine tree occupied the island and this tree is still present today.  Following the

demolition of the ‘H’ shaped hospital building, the norther part of The Drive was covered by turf and

topsoil.
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Even though the cable trench crossed the presumed alignment of the ditches of a late Bronze Age

enclosure, there was no evidence for any Prehistoric archaeology and the finds were 20  centuryth

CBM, except for two small sherds of Late Bronze Age pottery and a piece of burnt flint.

Archaeological Potential

Following the watching brief our revised view is that this site still has potential for archaeological

remains of the Prehistoric and Roman period.

Conclusions and Recommendations

Our findings set out above lead us to conclude that the proposed development did not destroy any

archaeological remains of national, regional or local importance, deserving further investigation or

preservation.

We suggest that no further archaeological monitoring or intervention is needed and that the

archaeological conditions in the Scheduled Monument Consent have been fulfilled. The decision to

discharge the archaeological conditions, however, rests with the Ancient Monuments Inspector at

English Heritage.

Publications and dissemination

The evidence is not worthy of publication, but a note will be placed in the London Archaeologist’s

round-up.

Archive

The resulting archive will be donated by the developer and deposited with the Museum of London

when the final report has been completed.
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Fig. 6 Context matrix
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Plate 4 Trench looking east

Plate 3 Contexts 005 and 006

Plate 1 Trench looking west Plate 2 Contexts 003 and 004
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Appendix I: Scheduled Monument Consent
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