GREAT ORMOND HOSPITAL REDEVELOPMENT
Phase 2B

New Cardiac Wing

Great Ormond Street

London WC1

London Borough of Camden
Evaluation report

August 2014

© Museum of London Archasology 2014 Museum of London Archaeclogy
Martimer Wheeler House
46 Eagle Wharf Road, Longon N1 7ED
1el 020 7410 2200 | fax 020 410 2201
www.museurnsflondonarchagology.org.uk
general enguiries. enquiries@mola.org uk



GOM 08 Archaeological Evaluation report © MOLA

Great Ormond Street Hospital
Redevelopment

Phase 2B, New Cardiac Wing
Great Ormond Street
LondonWC1

Site Code GOMO08
NGR 5340481 182071
QOASIS reference molas1-188005

Planning reference 2007/4116/P
Condition Number 11

Report on archaeological evaluation

Sign-off History:

Issue No. Date: Prepared by: Checked! Reason for Issue:
Approved by:
1 04/09/14 S. Ranierni S. Davis First issue for client review/
comment

Graphics; J. Peresztegi

© MOLA
Mortimer Wheeler House, 46 Eagle Wharf Road, London N1 7ED tel 0207 410 2200
email generalenguiries@mola.org.uk

MOLA is a company limited by guarantee registered in England and Wales
with company registration number 07751831 and charity registration number 1143574,
Registered office: Mortimer Wheeler House, 46 Eagle Wharf Road, London N1 7ED



GOM 08 Archaeological Evaluation report © MOLA

Summary

This report presents the results of an archaeological evaluation carried out by MOLA at Great
Ormond Street Hospital (‘the site’). The report was commissioned from MOLA by Skanska on
behalf of the client Great Ormond Street Hospital.

In accordance with the preceding Written Scheme of Investigation (MOLA 2014), two
evaluation trenches were excavated on the site on 4th and 5th of August 2014. These were
located within an area of open hardstanding shown as Area E in this report. The investigated
area is positioned to the south of the existing cardiac wing where the approved Phase 2B
development will take place.

Natural gravel was recorded between 19.30m and 19.60m OD. These deposits were
truncated by three cut features: two of which dated to the late 19th or 20th century and a
third was found to be a modern deposit. No archaeological deposits were present.

In the light of the results of the evaluation exercise, MOLA considers that it is unlikely that
any archaeological deposits survive within the fooltprint of Area E. This report recommends
that no further archaeological work is deemed to be necessary within the Phase 2b areas of
the site.
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Introduction

Site background

An archaeological evaluation was carried out by MOLA at Great Ormond Street
Hospital ("the site”) on 4th and 5th of August 2014 (Fig 7). This document presents
the results of that work,

A desk based Archaeological Impact Assessment was previously prepared by
MOLA (MoLAS), which covered the whole area of the site (MoLAS 2006). This
document should be referred to for information on the natural geology,
archaeological and historical background of the site, and the initia! interpretation of
its archaeological potential

Following the recommendations of the previous archaeological impact assessment
(MoLAS 2008) an earlier phase of archaeological evaluation was undertaken as
part of an earlier (Phase 2A) development (MOLA 2009). The results of this work
are summarised in section 2.2 of this report

Planning background

The legislative and planning framework in which the evaluation took place was fully
set out in the Written Scheme of Investigation (see Section 1.2, MOLA 2014).

The evaluation was carried out to fulfil a condition attached to the Planning
Consent given by the Local Authority (Consent reference 2007/4116/P; Condition
number 11 relative to archaeology). The condition requires:

No development shall take place until the applicant has secured the
implementation of a programme of archaeological investigation which has
been submitted by the applicant and approved by the local planning authority.
The development shall only take place in accordance with the detailed
scheme pursuant to this condition. A suitably qualified investigating body
acceptable to the local planning authority shall carry out the archaeological
works.

REASON: Important archaeological remains may exist on the site. Accordingly
the Council wishes to secure the provision of archaeological investigation and
the subsequent recording of the remains prior to development in accordance
with the requirements of policy B8 of the Camden Replacement Unitary
Development Plan 2006.

Scope of the evaluation
Evaluation is defined by English Heritage as intended to provide information about
the archaeological resource in order to contribute to the:

- formulation of an appropriate response or mitigation strategy to planning
applications or other proposals which may adversely affect such archaeological
remains, or enhance them; and/or

- formulation of a proposal for further archaeological investigations within a
programme of research

An archaeological evaluation is a limited fieldwork exercise designed to test the
conclusions of preliminary desk based work. It is not the same as full excavation.

The evaluation was carried out within the terms of the relevant Standard for
evaluation specified by the Institute for Archaeologists (IFA, 2008).

All work has been undertaken within the research priorities established in the
3
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Museum of London’s A research framework for London Archaeology, 2002,

1.3.5  All work was undertaken within research aims and objectives established in the
Written Scheme of Investigation for the evaluation (MOLA 2014, Section 1.7).
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Topographical and historical background

A detailed description of the geology, topography, archaeclogy and history of the
site was provided in the earlier Archaeological desk-based assessment (MOLA
20086). A brief summary of the results of the previous (Phase 2a) archaeological
evaluation is provided here:

Results of the Phase 2A evaluation

An evaluation pit was excavated in the location of the proposed construction crane
base (in Area C, not illustrated). The evaluation trench exposed the surface of
natural terrace gravels at ¢ 19.30m OD, beneath ¢ 0.6m of firm mid brown clay silt.
This was truncated vertically by concrete foundations and horizontally by modern
made ground supporting overlying current floor slab at 20.5m OD.

Area D was excavated after initial clearance of the concrete slab. Natural truncated
terrace gravels were recorded at 18.32m OD. This was overlain by 0.6m of
disturbed ground consisting of re-deposited silty clays mixed with 19th-20th
century brick rubble. Above it, modern made ground overlain by current floor slab
at ¢ 19.97m OD.

Where truncation had occurred from previous foundations, this was seen to have
locally removed all deposits into natural gravels. No archaeological features were
observed.

5
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3 Evaluation methodology
3.1 Field methodology
3.1.1  Two evaluation trenches measuring 2m by 2m were excavated within Area E (Fig
2). The area is located to the south of the existing cardiac wing where the
proposed Phase 2B development will be undertaken. The approved development
involves the partial demolition and refurbishment of existing cardiac wing. The
existing building will also be extended into Area E.
3.1.2  The tarmac was broken out and cleared by contractors under MOLA supervision.
Trenches were excavated by machine by the contracters and monitored by a
MOLA Senior Archaeologist.
3.1.3 Al archaeological excavation and monitoring during the evaluation was carried out
in accordance with the approved Written Scheme of Investigation (MOLA 2014).
3.1.4  Trench locations were recorded on site by MOLA Senior Archaeologist by
offsetting measurements from the surrounding standing buildings. Both
interventions were plotted on a plan provided by the clients agent (Dwg. No
26_2B-10, Llewelyn Davies) and subsequently tied to the OS grid by the
MOLA Geomatics team.
3.1.5 Level data for the current floor slab was provided by the client on site.
3.2 Recording methodology
3.2.1 A written and drawn record of all relevant deposits encountered was carried out in
accordance with the Written Scheme of Investigation (MOLA 2014).
3.3  Site archive
Number of trench record sheets 2
Number of overall location plans 1
Number of Context (SU) sheets 9
Number of photographs 25
Number of Sections 4
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4 Results of the evaluation

For trench and section locations please refer to Fig 2

4.1 Trench 1
Location Western part of Area E
Dimensions 2m by 2m by 1.4m depth
Modern ground level c. 20m OD
Base of modern fill 19.64m OD
Depth of deposit stratigraphy above 0.46m OD
natural
Level of base of lowest features or 19.2m OD
deposiis observed
Top of surviving natural observed at 19.6m OD
Level of base of trench 18.6m OD
411 Natural terrace gravels were observed at 19.6m OD. These deposits were cut by a

shallow feature [9] at the north of the trench. Excavation of this feature produced a
grey brown sandy clay [8] (Fig 3) that although undated its mixed composition
suggests that this it is likely to be of 20th century date. This feature was sealed by
a gravelly sand deposit [7] overlain by modern made ground.

4.2 Trench 2
Location Eastern part of Area E
Dimensions 2mby 2mby 1.70m depth
Modern ground level ¢ 20m OD
Base of modern fill Between 19.3m and 19.1m OD
Depth of deposit stratigraphy above 1.4m
natural
Level of base of lowest features 18.3m OD
observed
Top of surviving natural observed at 19.3m OD
Level of base of trench 18.3m OD
42,1  Natural terrace gravels [6] were observed at 19.30m OD in this trench. This

422

deposit was notable as it had been discoloured by a series of modern potentially
contaminated deposits cut into the natural substrate. Two deep cut features of this
type were recorded. Feature [5] extended outside the limits of the trench and was
filled with a brown silty clay [4] that contained buiiding material and mortar. A small
assemblage of 19th-20th century pottery was recovered from pit [5] (this material
was not retained). A second pit [3] of 20th century date was encountered at ¢
19.7m OD. This feature contained similar material and it was noted that the fills
were oderous when excavated, suggesting contamination from a hydrocarbon
substance or oil based deposit. A clayey gravel deposit [1] also of modern date,
sealed pit [5].

Sealing all the above features and deposits was a layer of modern rubble. .

7
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5 Archaeological potential

5.1 Answering original research aims

What is the nature and level of natural topography at the site?

« Natural terraced gravels were observed at ¢ 19.6m QD at its highest in this
part of the site. During the previous (Phase 2a) evaluation (MoLAS 2009)
natural deposits were encountered at 18.3 and 19.3m OD suggesting that
the site lies on a relatively level plateau within the Lynch Hill gravel
terraces

What are the earfiest deposits identified?

Natural terrace gravels are the earliest deposit identified on site. These
were cut by features [3] and [5] both dated from the 19th-20th centuries.
Is there any evidence for prehistoric activity on the site?

e There was no evidence indicating prehistoric activity within the site.

What evidence is there for Saxon/medieval activity on the site?
+ There was no evidence of Saxon or medieval activity within the site.

What are the latest deposits identified?

¢ The latest deposits recorded are not archaeological, comprising a number
of large and deep cut features sealed by modern made ground and
tarmac.

What is the extent of modemn disturbance?

¢ Modern disturbance is extensive and was encountered throughout the
trenches. The depth of these deposits varied between ¢ 0.40m in Trench 1
to 1.70m in Trench 2. A modern cut feature containing contaminated
deposits was directly cut into the natural gravels. The full extent and depth
of the deposits extended outside the limits of the excavation.

5.2  General discussion of potential

5.2.1  The evaluation has shown that there is low to no potential for archaeological
deposit survival within Area E (Fig 7). Natural gravel was recorded between 0.40m
and 0.70m below ground level and as reported previously substantial modern
truncation was recorded throughout the trenches. These deposits when
extrapolated across the area are likely to have removed much or all of any
archaeological deposits from the site.

5.2.2 The average depth of archaeological deposits, if they did survive, is likely to be
between 0.20m and 0.40m above natural gravel.
53 Significance

5.3.1 The deposits recorded are considered to have a very limited local significance.
There is nothing to suggest that they are of regional or national importance.

8

p:Acomd\1119\na\field\eval 2014- phase 2b\eva-2b report\mola_eval_rep_gosh_phase_2b.docx



GOM 08 Archaeological Evaluation report © MOLA

54 Assessment of the evaluation

5.4.1 The Greater London Archaeological Advisory Service (GLAAS) guidelines (English
Heritage, 1998) carry out an assessment of the success of the evaluation in order
to illustrate what level of confidence can be placed on the information which will
provide the basis of the mitigation strategy.

5.4.2 Inthe case of this site, two evaluation trenches were excavated within Area E.
Natural gravel was recorded between 0.40 and 0.70m below the ground level. This
was truncated by three late post-medieval cut features: two dated to the 19th-20th
century and one determined to be modern. No earlier archaeological deposits were
present. Modern truncation is likely to have removed any deposit sequence down
o the natural strata.

5.4.3 In conclusion, given that natural deposits were reached in both trenches and that
the sequential nature of the deposits above it were fully recorded, a high degree of
confidence can be placed on the results of the archaeological evaluation.

9
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Proposed development impact and conclusions

The proposed Phase B redevelopment involves the partial demolition and
refurbishment of existing cardiac wing and the construction of an extension that will
occupy Area E.

The extension will be constructed over piled foundations, which would remove
archaeological remains within the footprint of each pile. Archaeological deposits, if
present, would also be impacted by other construction activities extending below
the slab, such as installation of new services or utilities.

In the light of the results of this trench evaluation, the depth and the extent of
modern truncation (including the late Post-medieval features) appears to be
substantial. It is considered unlikely that any earlier archaeological structures and
deposits will survive within the footprint of Area E.

No further archaeological work therefore is deemed to be necessary to mitigate the
impact of the approved development.

The decision on the appropriate archaeoclogical response to the further mitigation
of the site rests with the Local Planning Authority.

10
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Fig 3 Trench 1 looking north, showing shallow pit [9] cut into natural gravel (section 4)
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