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Glossary
Sediment laid down by a river. Can range from sands and gravels deposited by fast flowing water to clays that settle 
out of suspension during overbank flooding. Other deposits found on a valley floor (e.g. peat) are usually included in 
the term alluvium. 
2,000 – 800 BC
Upstanding structure of historic interest.
AD 410 – 1066. Also referred to as the Saxon period.
A limited programme of non–intrusive and/or intrusive fieldwork which determines the presence or absence of 
archaeological features, structures, deposits, artefacts or ecofacts within a specified area.
A programme of controlled, intrusive fieldwork with defined research objectives which examines, records and 
interprets archaeological remains, retrieves artefacts, ecofacts and other remains within a specified area. The records 
made and objects gathered are studied and the results published in detail appropriate to the project design.
Ground investigation for engineering purposes, typically boreholes and/or trial/test pits, to determine the nature of the 
subsurface deposits. Archaeological monitoring of geotechnical works can be a cost-effective means of carrying out 
two required investigations at the same time.
A building, monument, site, place, area or landscape positively identified as having a degree of significance meriting 
consideration in planning decisions. Heritage assets are the valued components of the historic environment. They 
include designated heritage assets and assets identified by the local planning authority (including local listing).
A written document whose purpose is to determine, as far as is reasonably possible from existing records and site 
inspection, the nature and significance of heritage assets within a specified area.
Also known as a ‘heritage statement’ or ‘statement of significance’.
Archaeological database held and maintained by the County authority. In some counties this is named the HER 
(Historic Environment Record), where the built heritage data has been incorporated.
The current geological epoch (during which a warm interglacial climate has existed) which started 11,500 years ago 
when the glaciers of the most recent ice age began to retreat, characterised initially by the spread of forests. Also 
referred to as the ‘Postglacial’ and (in Britain) as the ‘Flandrian’.
800 BC – AD 43
AD 1066 – 1500
Artificial deposit. An archaeologist would differentiate between modern made ground, containing identifiably modern 
inclusion such as concrete (but not brick or tile), and undated made ground, which may potentially contain deposits of 
archaeological interest.
8,000 – 4,000 BC
4,000 – 2,000 BC
1 million – 10,000 BC

The environment at a particular time in the past. Palaeoenvironmental remains include visible organic material such 
as timber, wood or seeds, and microscopic fossils such as pollen which provide information on the nature of the 
landscape and climate, and the context for human activity.
A build-up of organic material in waterlogged areas, producing marshes, fens, mires, blanket and raised bogs. 
Accumulation is due to inhibited decay in anaerobic conditions. 
The geological epoch before the Holocene (the current geological epoch), including a series of ice ages punctuated 
by warmer periods, with the advance and retreat of ice sheets. 
AD 1500 – present
Archaeological mitigation strategy where archaeological remains are fully excavated and recorded archaeologically 
and the results published. For remains of lesser significance, preservation by record might comprise an 
archaeological watching brief.
Archaeological mitigation strategy where nationally important (whether Scheduled or not) archaeological remains are 
preserved for future generations, typically through modifications to design proposals to avoid damage or 
destruction of such remains.
When used to describe archaeological artefacts, this means not i.e. not in its original place of deposition.
AD 43 – 410
The area of proposed development
Defined area surrounding the proposed development in which archaeological data is collected and analysed in order 
to set the site into its archaeological and historical context.
A sequence of distinct horizontal layers (strata), one above another, which form the material remains of past activity.
Partially or wholly remove. In archaeological terms remains may have been truncated by previous construction 
activity.
A formal programme of archaeological observation and investigation conducted during any operation carried out for 
non-archaeological reasons.
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Summary
Scope

Results

Implications and further action:
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1 Introduction
1.1 Origin and scope of the report

1.1.1 This report has been prepared by MOLA (Museum of London Archaeology) on behalf of Trium
for the application site Aberfeldy Village Estate, Poplar, in the London Borough of Tower 
Hamlets (National Grid Reference 538349,181467). The report provides an archaeological
interpretation of the deposits likely to be found on the application site based on deposits seen 
in the vicinity of the application site. The data used has been taken from ‘open source’ British 
Geological Survey (BGS) geotechnical borehole data and data from previous MOLA work in
the area to establish ground conditions and zones of archaeological potential. The zones have 
been mapped and the likely nature and depth of archaeological deposits characterised across 
the application site. 

1.1.2 The site area is 7.8ha; it  is irregularly shaped (Fig 1) and comprises: Abbott Road; Aberfeldy 
Street; Balmore Close; Blairegowrie House; Heather House; Jura House; Tartan House; 
Thistle House; Kilbrennan House; Blairgowrie House; Nos. 33-35 Findhorn Street; Nairn Street 
Estate; Leven Road Open Space; Braithwaite (Brathewaite) Park and Jolly’s Green. The site 
falls within the historic parish of St. Leonard Bromley and lay within the county of Middlesex 
prior to being absorbed into the administration of the Greater London Borough of Tower 
Hamlets. 

1.1.3 Provision for the safeguarding of heritage assets1 – including archaeological remains – has 
been made at a national and local level. For this reason, the potential presence of such 
remains can constitute a risk. The archaeological interpretation of geotechnical data as part of 
an assessment of the archaeological potential of the application site helps to identify potential 
cost and programming risks to future development that might result from a Local Planning 
Authority (LPA) planning condition for archaeological mitigation prior to construction (e.g.,
geoarchaeological boreholes, trial evaluation trenches, archaeological excavation and/or a 
watching brief). Identifying these issues at an early stage allows them to be anticipated and 
planned for, and any risks to be contained.

1.1.4 This report and forms a supplement to a separate MOLA Archaeological Desk Based 
Assessment (DBA). It is not intended to stand alone as the scope is restricted to the analysis 
of geotechnical data. The main assessment report draws on a broad range of standard historic 
environment data sources, including statutory designations and the Greater London Historic 
Environment Record. 

1.1.5 The report is not intended to substitute for an archaeological mitigation requirement, but 
instead provides a preliminary appraisal of the nature, extent, and possible archaeological 
significance of any deposits on the application site, based on geotechnical data. 

1.2 Aims and objectives

1.2.1 The aim of the document is to: 
identify, using geotechnical and geoarchaeological borehole log descriptions, the 
different depositional units within the application site and map their location, extent 
and thickness; 

1 Heritage assets are those parts of the historic environment which are considered to be significant because of 
their historic, evidential, aesthetic and/or communal interest. These might comprise below and above ground 
archaeological remains, buildings, structures, monuments or heritage landscape within or immediately around the 
site.
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map zones of likely archaeological/palaeoenvironmental potential across the 
application site based on the depositional units;
provide an indication of the likely nature, depth and significance of buried 
archaeological deposits within each zone, based on the geotechnical data;
provide recommendations for further investigation.
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2 The deposit model
2.1 Introduction

2.1.1 Information about past environments is often required by LPA archaeological advisors in order 
to better understand the nature and distribution of past human activity. On floodplains, in
particular, the deposit sequence can be deep and complex, with ancient land surfaces buried 
within and beneath alluvium (material deposited by water) or peat. 

2.1.2 The solid geology and overlying superficial (Pleistocene) deposits such as sand and gravels 
are a useful indicator of the land surface in the early Holocene, the current geological epoch 
which started 11,500 years ago, referred to in archaeological terms as the early Mesolithic (
8,000 BC). Overlying these deposits, Holocene alluvium and peat may preserve 
palaeoenvironmental remains (i.e. evidence of ancient landscapes and environmental 
conditions) which can provide information on the nature of the environment at a particular time 
in the past, giving a context for human activity. Together with data on the depths of the 
underlying deposits such as gravels or clays, these data can provide a framework for an 
assessment of archaeological potential. 

2.1.3 Modelling software (RockWorks 17, Surfer 10) has been used to create two-dimensional 
deposit models of the buried topography and overlying strata on the application site (in 
crossection and plan). The depth and distribution of the various deposits is mapped by means 
of schematic cross-sections showing the thickness of each deposit and the level of the top of 
each deposit in metres Ordnance Datum (OD), where possible. 

2.1.4 The modelling software has been used to interrogate geotechnical data provided (Campbell 
Reith 2015) along with readily available BGS geological information and MOLA data from 
previous archaeological investigations in the area. These data sources were used to map and 
characterise sub-surface deposits and former land surfaces within the application site and to 
provide an assessment of whether they are of potential archaeological/palaeoenvironmental 
interest. 

2.1.5 Borehole logs were analysed by a MOLA Geoarchaeologist and the nature, character and 
thickness of each deposit entered into the modelling software. This includes the depth of the 
top of each deposit in relation to current ground level (and OD levels where known). 

2.1.6 The resulting deposit model has been used to analyse the sequence and distribution of 
deposits and the landscape position and geological setting of the application site. From this, 
landscape zones (LZs) of higher and lower archaeological/palaeoenvironmental potential have 
been identified. 

2.2 Sources and scope

2.2.1 Table 1 shows the sources consulted. As stated in the introduction, this report presents an 
analysis of geotechnical and archaeological data and is intended to supplement the
Archaeology Desk Based Assessment of the application site which provides a broader 
assessment of the historic environment, including data from Historic England on statutorily 
designated assets (scheduled monuments and listed buildings) and also the Historic 
Environment Record (HER). 

2.2.2 Table 2 outlines the stages of lower Thames valley environmental change throughout the 
Holocene as proposed by Bates and Whittaker (2004) and is referred to throughout the text.
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Source Data Comment

British Geological 
Survey (BGS)

Drift and solid geology digital 
map; online historical 
geological and geotechnical 
borehole and trial pit data.

Historic borehole data used to understand the 
characteristics of the bedrock, soils and substrate of the 
area of the application site, which can provide an 
indication of suitability for early settlement, and potential 
depth of remains (prefix TQ).

Campbell Reith 
2015, Aberfeldy 
New Village 
Phase 3

Geotechnical report Most up to date borehole data used to understand the 
characteristics of the bedrock, soils and substrate of the 
area of the application site, which can provide an 
indication of suitability for early settlement, and potential 
depth of remains (prefix GL).

MOLA MOLA database of past 
geoarchaeological work, 
adjacent to the application site
and in the wider vicinity 

Indicates the main archaeologically mapped deposits 
near the application site. Archaeological analysis can 
determine their likely nature and 
archaeological/palaeoenvironmental potential.

Stage Time period Characteristics

1
Late Glacial

(1a) 30-15ka BP

Late glacial period; low sea level; reworking of river 
terraces under periglacial conditions; downcutting by river 
greatest at Glacial Maximum (height of cold period) 18ka 
BP.

(1b) 15ka-10kaBP Valley infilling and deposition of Shepperton gravels; late 
glacial braided channel system; high fluvial energy.

2
Early Holocene

10 – 6/7ka BP

Early Period of landscape stability across floodplain; low 
fluvial energy; complex vegetation mosaics; 
sedimentation largely sand bodies within river channels 
and areas of localised peat growth. Mesolithic and early 
Neolithic occupation.

3
Middle Holocene

6/7 - 5 ka BP

Major landscape instability: sea level rise associated with 
extensive flooding (initially freshwater then brackish); 
expansion of wetland environments across previously 
dryland areas; mainly minerogenic sedimentation 
(clay/silts); numerous temporary and ephemeral 
landsurfaces existing within flooded zone. Neolithic 
period.

4
Late Holocene

5 - 3ka BP

Apparent sea level hiatus and associated reduction of 
tidal influence; period of organic sedimentation under 
brackish conditions (Alder carr peat development) 
equating with Devoy’s Tilbury III; expansion of wetland 
environments inland; topographic variation lost. Neolithic / 
Bronze Age.

5
Later Holocene

3-1ka BP

Final submergence of floodplain with minerogenic 
(clay/silt) sedimentation dominating; no organic 
sedimentation; brackish tidal conditions as tidal head 
moves up lower Thames. Late Bronze Age; Iron Age; 
Roman; early medieval periods. 

6
Later Holocene

1ka BP - present
Human manipulation of floodplain (flood defences and 
drainage channels); sedimentation rates reduce. 
Medieval / post-medieval periods. 
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2.3 Methodology

2.3.1 In order to create the deposit model, the geotechnical data were entered into a digital 
(RockWorks 17) database. In the main, Geotechnical data (Campbell Reith 2015) with the 
prefix ‘GL’ were used, supplemented with BGS boreholes with the prefix ‘TQ’ and MOLA data 
(multiple prefixes).

2.3.2 Ninety three boreholes were used to model the deposits within 500m radius of the application 
site and sixteen within the site boundary.

2.3.3 By examining the horizontal and vertical relationships of each deposit, correlations were made 
within close vicinity to the application site and the deposits mapped laterally and illustrated 
using transects (see Figs 2, 3, and 4).

2.3.4 Using the RockWorks data, a surface digital elevation model (DEM) of the early Holocene 
surface topography was created at 500m radius of the application site (see Figs 1 and 5). 
Where possible, significant ancient landscape features, such as palaeochannels (ancient 
watercourses) and ‘islands’ of higher gravels beneath flood alluvium have been identified.
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3 The deposits
3.1 Nature of the deposits

3.1.1 Table 3 sets out the main depositional units identified, from ground level down to the base of 
the sequence representing the maximum depth of possible archaeology.

3.2 Distribution and thickness of deposits

3.2.1 The distribution and thickness of the deposits on the application site are shown in transects 
and in plan (Figs 2 to 4).

3.2.2 Fig 1 is a street map showing data points within and in the vicinity of the site and lines of 
transects, Fig 2 is a north to south transect along the western side of the application site, Fig 3
is a north to south transect along the eastern side of the application site, and Fig 4 is a west to 
east transect across the site. These transects show the levels and thickness of deposits in 
section.

3.2.3 Fig 5 is a topographic plot of the early Holocene surface (i.e. showing the OD level of the top of 
the underlying solid geology / superficial deposits) within 500m of the application site, putting
the application site into a wider (gravel) palaeotopographic context. This palaeotopography 
reflects the ancient land surface at around 8,000 BC (the beginning of the Mesolithic) and is 
therefore close to the maximum potential depth of archaeological remains (discounting 
features cut into the surface, such as pits and ditches).

3.3 Data limitations

3.3.1 The distribution of data is considered good across the application site and surrounds with 
ninety three records within 500m of the application site including sixteen within the site 
boundary.

Facies 
reference

Deposit Description Summary of surface 
level OD / metres 
below ground level 
(mbgl)

Thickness

1 Pre-
Holocene 
deposits
(Palaeolithic)

The early Holocene topographic mapping (Fig 5) 
illustrates the landscape defined by the surface of the 
pre-Holocene deposits in and around the site. The 
topography is considered broadly equivalent to the land 
surface during the early Mesolithic. The site appears to 
lie on the edges of the floodplains of both the Thames 
and the Lea rivers, near the confluence, at a time when
the Thames and Lea rivers had largely retreated to
their main channel thalwegs.
The topography at this time is dominated by sandy 
gravels of the Shepperton Gravel formation, grading up 
to Kempton Park river terrace gravels taken to lie at 
and above approximately 0m OD in this part of the 
lower Thames valley (Stafford et al 2012). 
The gravels, sometimes capped with early Holocene 
sand deposits, lie between 0 and -1m OD across the
bulk of the site, although dipping close to -3m OD in the 
southeast and rising to +3m OD in the northwest and
western extreme of the site (Fig 5). No brickearth 
deposits appear to survive across the site.
Working from current modelling for the lower Thames 
area (Bates and Whitaker 2004 and Stafford et al 
2012), the site would have been a rich river marginal 
(ecotonal) resource and entirely accessible throughout 
the bulk of the prehistoric. The site area would have 
become slowly inundated due to sea level rise by the 

Highest: 3.35m OD 
(1.37m bgl)
Lowest: -8.90m OD (7m
bgl)
Average depth: -2.68m
OD (2.92m bgl)

n/a
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Facies 
reference

Deposit Description Summary of surface 
level OD / metres 
below ground level 
(mbgl)

Thickness

later Bronze Age / early Iron Age although the higher 
areas of gravel across the site would have remained 
high and dry into the Historic period, possibly forming 
foci for human exploitation. There is, therefore, 
potential for prehistoric evidence (e.g. stone tools, 
hearths, cut features) at these levels, particularly if the 
floodplain gravels / sands are capped by alluvial 
clays. Palaeolithic (800,000–10,000 BC) flint tools are 
also occasionally found within or on the surface of the 
floodplain and terrace gravels, although these are 
usually , making them of limited interest 
archaeologically.

2 Holocene 
alluvium 
(Mesolithic  
to post-
medieval)

During the Holocene period, as the land surface 
became increasingly waterlogged (due to the knock on 
effect of rising sea-levels), clays/silts and peats 
developed across the wider Thames and Lea 
floodplains and consequently across the site. These 
alluvial deposits have high preservation potential for 
palaeoenvironmental proxy indicators (i.e. pollen,
diatoms, and ostracods) that can be used to 
reconstruct the past environment. Peat in particular 
provides a very good preservational environment for 
organic material such as plant macrofossils and rare 
artefacts such as timber structures (Meddens 1996).
Peat was recorded in two boreholes on site and two in 
close proximity to the southern boundary of the site (Fig
1). Importantly, peat can also be radiocarbon dated to 
provide a chronostratigraphic framework to the site as a 
whole. 
Clays were logged in 13 boreholes across the site 
mainly to the south although also in the very north of 
the site (Fig 1).These clays, given the OD levels of the 
gravels they lie upon, are considered to be part of the
higher alluvial clay/silty clay deposits representative of
historic (late prehistoric and later period) brackish salt 
marsh and mudflat deposits aligning with Stage 5 and 6 
in the Bates and Whittaker 2004 model (Table 2).
These may have been reclaimed in the medieval or 
post-medieval periods but continued to be seasonally 
flooded. Medieval and post-medieval remains may 
therefore exist within the alluvium as at nearby sites 
(e.g. Limmo Peninsula shaft site, MOLA 2017) or within 
the lower part of the made ground deposits.
Across the site the thickness of the Holocene deposits 
as a whole can be seen illustrated in the transects (Figs
2 to 4). Ranging from a maximum  thickness of 4.8m
(TQ38SE3575, Fig 3) to a minimum of 0.55m
(PAM_80520_BH09a) at an average surface depth of 
approximately 1.42m bgl, the alluvial deposits infilled 
channel areas and deeper pockets in the early 
Holocene topography to the east and south first, with 
higher areas of ground being flooded in the later
Holocene (Neolithic period). The upper surface of this 
unit has probably been truncated. 

Highest: 2.40m OD 
(0.50mbgl)
Lowest: -1.68m OD (3m
bgl)
Average depth: 0.13m
OD (1.42m bgl)

Generally 
2.11m thick

3 Made ground Undated made ground (modern inclusions such as 
concrete, bricks and plastic) are mapped across the 
site. These are thought to contain no deposits of 
archaeological interest. The thickest made ground 
deposits tend to exist in the northern two thirds of the 
site with the thinnest toward the south of the site (Figs
2 to 4). In areas the made ground directly caps the 
Pleistocene sandy gravels having possibly truncated
any Holocene deposits. 

Highest: 5.99m OD
(0.0mbgl)
Lowest: 1.70m OD 
(0.0mbgl)
Average 2.92m OD
(0.0mbgl)

Generally 
1.79m thick
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4 Zones of archaeological and palaeoenvironmental 
potential

4.1.1 The data points within and around the application site have provided an indication of the 
possible stratigraphy that still may be extant across on site. 

4.1.2 Using the 0m OD contour level modelled for the gravel topography (Fig 5) coupled with the 
survival of Holocene deposits (clays, organic clays and peats) across the site, two landscape 
zones have been determined for the site.

4.1.3 Landscape Zone 1 (LZ1), the area of the site where the gravels lie above 0m OD, dominates 
the northern half of the site and the arm to the southeast (coloured yellow in Fig 6). Landscape 
Zone 2 (LZ2), the area of the site where the gravels lie below 0m OD, tends to dominate the 
southern half of the site and smaller areas to the extreme southeast and north (coloured blue 
in Fig 6). The landscape zones are described in Table 4, which sets out the character of each 
zone and the associated archaeological and palaeoenvironmental potential.

Zone Character of zone Archaeological / palaeoenvironmental potential

1 In LZ1, which lies in the northern part of 
the site and along the southern part of 
the arm to the southeast, the early 
Holocene surface has been modelled to 
lie at approximately 0m OD or above 
(Figs 5 & 6). In this zone no clay or 
organic deposits were recorded in any 
borehole. 

Given its elevation, between 0m and +3m
OD, this zone would have remained dry 
land until inundation in the later Holocene 
/ Bronze Age period although some 
higher areas would have remained extant 
well into the Historic period.

Low potential for Palaeolithic (1,000,000–8,000 BC) flint tools 
in this zone as across the whole application site. Palaeolithic 
artefacts such as hand axes are occasionally found within or 
on the surface of the floodplain gravels, having been eroded 
from their place of discard on the higher, older terraces and 
deposited with the river gravels on the valley floor. Such 
Palaeolithic artefacts are usually rolled and worn, and their 

context makes them of limited interest 
archaeologically, however. 
Low to moderate potential for Mesolithic to Bronze Age 
occupation horizons across surface of the sands in particular
(including spreads of worked flint, evidence of burning, ard 
marks and possible ephemeral soil formation).
Low potential for alluvial (Holocene) deposits to preserve 
palaeoenvironmental material (e.g. pollen and other botanical 
remains, diatoms, ostracods and insects), from the Bronze 
Age onward.
Low potential for archaeological (artefactual) remains within 
the Stage 5 and 6 (Bates and Whittaker 2004) alluvium (e.g. 
waterside structures such as boats, jetties and fish traps).

2 Zone 2 lies below the 0m OD contour 
and, coupled with the presence of clays 
and peats recorded in the boreholes 
within this zone, represents an 
opportunity for better Holocene deposit 
survival. Zone 2 tends to dominate the 
southern half of the site and smaller 
areas to the extreme southeast and 
north.
Similar to LZ1 the majority of this zone
would have been dry land until the later 
Holocene although lower areas might 
have become inundated by the late 
Neolithic / early Bronze Age.

There are similarities between Zone 2 and Zone 1 with 
regards to prehistoric / multi period archaeological potential
however, in contrast to Zone 1, Zone 2 is considered to have
greater (moderate) potential for archaeological remains given 
this part of the site was probably not disturbed by modern 
development, particularly to the levels of the early Holocene 
surface.
Similarly, if truncation of the natural deposits here has been 
limited, it is considered that there will be greater (moderate to 
high) survival for alluvial, possibly organic, clay deposits 
within Zone 2 to preserve palaeoenvironmental material,
particularly to the extreme north and south where such 
deposits have been recorded (Fig 1).
As a consequence, there remains moderate potential for 
archaeological (artefactual) remains within the (Holocene) 
alluvium.

12

5 Conclusions
5.1.1 The analysis of the sediments logged within and in the vicinity of the application site has 

provided an assessment of likely archaeological and palaeoenvironmental potential across the 
application site.

5.1.2 The whole site is underlain by Pleistocene gravels (capped with sands in places) lying around
Ordnance Datum. This formed the surface at the beginning of the Holocene (the early 
Mesolithic) and probably remained dry until inundation in the later Holocene / Bronze Age. 
Hence, across the site there is low to moderate potential for archaeological remains 
particularly at depth. In contrast, within the southern half of the site in particular, moderate to
high palaeoenvironmental potential is expected within any surviving late Holocene alluvial
deposits. In contrast, the northern half of the site, a lower potential for palaeoenvironmental 
remains is considered, probably due to a combination of higher gravel elevation and 
truncation.

5.1.3 As a consequence of the possibility of Holocene deposit survival and the ecotonal position of 
the site at the Lea and Thames confluence, an archaeological watching brief coupled with 
targeted archaeological trenches (particularly in LZ2) is recommended. 
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Fig 1  Map showing data points within and in the vicinity of the site and lines of transects
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Fig 3  North to south transect across the eastern side of the application site
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Fig 4  West to east transect across the application site
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Fig 5  Early Holocene surface (Mesolithic topography) deposit modelling
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Fig 6  Landscape zones across the application site
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This archaeological desk based assessment has been prepared by MOLA and is submitted in support 
of a hybrid planning application for the Aberfeldy Village Masterplan. The hybrid planning application is 
made in relation to the north of East India Dock Road (A13), east of the Blackwall Tunnel Northern 
Approach Road (A12) and to the south west of Abbot Road (the “Site”) on behalf of The Aberfeldy New 
Village LLP’ (“The Applicant”). The hybrid planning application is formed of detailed development 
proposals in respect of Phase A for which no matters are reserved ("Detailed Proposals"), and outline 
development proposals for the remainder of the Site, with all matters reserved ("Outline Proposals"). 
The Detailed Proposals and Outline Proposals together are referred to as the “Proposed Development”.
The Proposed Development comprises the comprehensive redevelopment of the Site. The Proposed 
Development will provide new retail and workspace floorspace along with residential dwellings and the 
pedestrianisation of the A12 Abbott Road vehicular underpass to create a new east to west route. The 
Development will also provide significant, high quality public realm, including a new Town Square, a 
new High Street and a public park.
An archaeological evaluation was carried out in 2000, in the centre of the site either side of what is now 
Balmoral Close. The evaluation recorded prehistoric – potentially Bronze Age – land surfaces, and
post-medieval drainage ditches.
This desk-based study assesses the impact of the scheme on archaeological remains (buried heritage 
assets) and forms a technical appendix in support of an Environmental Statement. The assessment 
draws on the results of geoarchaeological deposit modelling by MOLA which provides an 
archaeological interpretation of geotechnical information on ground conditions and depths of natural 
deposits at the site, as an indicator of likely archaeological and palaeoenvironmental potential.
Above ground heritage assets (historic structures) are not discussed in detail, but they have been noted 
where they assist in the archaeological interpretation of the site. Archaeological remains that may be 
affected by the proposals comprise:

Paleoenvironmental remains. Such remains, i.e. plant, insect and mollusc remains are 
preserved within the alluvium and peat horizons and can be used to reconstruct former 
environments from the prehistoric onwards. The site is located partly on the floodplain at the 
confluence of the River Lea and River Thames and as a consequence there are areas within 
the site which did not become waterlogged until quite late within the Prehistoric period.
Therefore, based on the landscapes zones identified in the geoarchaeological deposit model 
accompanying this assessment, there is a generally low potential for the survival of these 
remains in the northern half (LZ1) of the site, being higher and dryer longer, and moderate 
potential in the southern half (LZ2), being lower and flooded earlier. Such remains would be of 
low significance for general back ground palaeoenvironmental remains or medium significance
for extensive layers organic remains and peat.
Prehistoric remains. Given the site’s location, there is a mixed potential for remains from this 
period. In LZ1 there is a moderate potential for evidence of early occupation but a low potential 
for the survival of artifacts such as timber structures due to the area remaining dry longer. 
Whereas in LZ2 there is a moderate potential for artifacts given that it became waterlogged 
earlier potentially having a higher preservation potential. Across both zones there is a 
moderate potential for isolated artifacts. The significance of isolated artifacts would be low but 
evidence of habitation and artifacts such as timber structures would depend on their nature 
and extent e.g. medium or high, due to preservation of waterlogged organic remains (e.g.
timber, wood).
Late medieval and post-medieval agricultural remains. The area was not targeted for 
habitation until the late 19th century and due to its waterlogged nature remained used for 
undeveloped until the late medieval period when it is gradually reclaimed and cultivated. 
However, despite later development, archaeological investigations within the study area have 
recorded evidence its agricultural use, e.g. boundary/drainage ditches. Such remains would be 
of low significance.
Post-medieval structural remains. There is high potential for evidence for the footings and 
foundations of late 19th century and early-mid 20th century housing.
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The is a low potential for remains from all other periods.
Although no specific development details are as available, the site is situated within the Tier 3 
Archaeological Priority Area, Lea Valley (APA 3.2) and has a known potential for remains of medium of 
high significance to be present. Therefore, it is further investigation will be required prior to any stage of 
development. The given that some remains could be beneath deep alluvial layers for standard 
evaluation trenches the most appropriate form of archaeological evaluation could comprise a
geoarchaeological purposive borehole survey followed by archaeological evaluation trenches based on 
the results of the survey. This would help confirm the extent, nature and significance of archaeological 
remains within each area of development. The results of the evaluation would enable an informed 
decision in respect of an appropriate mitigation strategy for any significant archaeological assets. This 
might comprise targeted excavation for remains of high or medium significance, a watching brief during 
ground works to ensure that archaeological assets of lesser significance are not removed without 
record or no further work.
The public engagement strategy would most likely comprise one or a combination of the following: 
presenting the history of the site and area, as well as the results of the archaeological investigation on 
the demolition and construction hoarding; and/or presenting the history of the site and area, as well as 
the results of the archaeological investigation on a permanent public display board; and/or one or two 
archaeologists would share information through social media about the archaeological story unfolding 
from the site in the form of short stories.
Any archaeological work, including any public engagement, would need to be undertaken in 
accordance with an approved Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI).
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DBA 1, 2

Conservation principles, policies and 
guidance
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c c
c c

c c
c c c c

c c
c c c
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The Deposits
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Landscape Zones

Summary
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DBA 1a

DBA 1b

Prehistoric period (800,000 BC–AD 43)

DBA 64 c

DBA 64 c
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DBA 1b, 2, 4, 24, 29b, 30, 43 
and 44

DBA 1b

DBA 1a
DBA 63

Roman period (AD 43–410)

c
Londinium

c

et al
c

ibid
territorium, 

et al .

DBA 37
DBA 54

Early medieval (Saxon) period (AD 410–1066)

Lundenwic, Londinium 

Lundenburh

Lundenburh Stebenhythe
Middlesex xi, 

Environs of 
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London

The Environs of London

c

DBA51 c
c

DBA 59

Later medieval period (AD 1066–1485)

c

London

Middlesex i

DBA 65

DBA 46

DBA26 c
DBA 20
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Post-medieval period (AD 1485–present)

DBA 52, 55

DBA 52

c

DBA 60 c

Middlesex ,

ibid,

DBA 9a/9b
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Levels of natural geology, and past truncation
c c

c
c

DBA 8

DBA 3 4

Past impacts
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Likely depth and thickness of archaeological remains

The site has a mixed potential for palaeoenvironmental remains.

Aberfeldy Village DBA V2 06/04/2022

The potential for prehistoric artefactual remains and cut features to survive varies between the 
Landscape Zones.

The site has a low potential for archaeological remains from the Roman period.

The site has a low potential for archaeological remains from the early medieval (Saxon) period.

The site has moderate potential for archaeological remains dating to the later medieval period,

The site has a high potential to contain remains dated to the post-medieval period.

The buried heritage landscape 



Aberfeldy Village DBA V2 06/04/2022 Aberfeldy Village DBA V2 06/04/2022

Site preparation
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Piled Foundations

Basement and Attenuation Tanks

New services/landscaping

Aberfeldy Village DBA V2 06/04/2022

Table 1: Impact upon heritage assets (prior to mitigation)
Asset Asset 

Significance
Impact of proposed scheme

Significance of asset reduced to 
negligible

Overall significance of asset 
reduced to low

Negligible impact on asset 
significance

Significance of asset reduced to 
negligible

Overall significance of asset 
reduced to low

Negligible impact on asset 
significance



Aberfeldy Village DBA V2 06/04/2022

Asset Asset 
Significance

Impact of proposed scheme

Significance of asset reduced to 
negligible

Overall significance of asset 
reduced to low

Significance of asset reduced to 
negligible

Overall significance of asset 
reduced to low
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Abbreviations
AOC – AOC Archaeology Group
CA – Compass Archaeology
CEA – Central Excavation Unit
DGLA – Museum of London Department of Greater London Archaeology
HER – Historic Environment Record
LP – L- P  Archaeology
MoLAS – Museum of London Archaeology Service (now MOLA)
NHL – National Heritage List for England (Historic England)
OA – Oxford Archaeology
OAU – Oxford Archaeological Unit
PCA – Pre-Construct Archaeology Ltd
PEM – Passmore Edwards Museum
TVAS – Thames Valley Archaeological Services
Quest – Quaternary Scientific
WA – Wessex Archaeology

DBA
No.

Description Site code/
HER/NHL

No.
Abbey Mills to the Isle of Dogs, (Isle of Dogs Relief Sewer Phase 2), E3/E14
Watching Brief by MoLAS, 1993

DBA 1a
DBA 1b
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DBA
No.

Description Site code/
HER/NHL

No.
Aberfeldy Estate (phases 4 and 6), E14
Evaluation by PCA 2000

Abbott Road, Aberfeldy Estate (Site D), E14
Evaluation by PCA 2000

East India Dock Road Aberfeldy Estate, South Bromley, Tower Hamlets
Evaluation by TVAS 2012

Phase 3, Aberfeldy Estate East India Dock Road 
Evaluation by TVAS 2017
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DBA
No.

Description Site code/
HER/NHL

No.
Land to the rear, Blair Street, Poplar E14
Evaluation by PCA 1999

Langdon Park DLR Station, Carmen Street/Bright Street, E14
Archaeological Watching Brief by MoLAS 2007

Pura Foods site, Leamouth North
Building assessment by WA in 2004.

Ailsa Wharf, Ailsa Street, Poplar, E14
Evaluation by CA

c

c c
c

c c c
c c

c
c
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DBA
No.

Description Site code/
HER/NHL

No.
Leven Road Gas Works, Leven Road, Poplar,E14
Geoarchaeological Investigations Palaeoenvironmental Assessment by Quest

c

Leven Wharf, Leven Road, Poplar, London Borough of Tower Hamlets:
Geoarchaeological Deposit Model by Quest 2015

East India Docks Sites 6 and 8, Sorrel Lane, London Borough of Tower Hamlets
Evaluation by MoLAS 2006

Land north of Ashton Street, Poplar, London E14.
Archaeological Evaluation by MoLAS 1997

St Matthias Centre, Woolmore Street, Blackwall.
Archaeological Watching Brief by LP 2008
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DBA
No.

Description Site code/
HER/NHL

No.
East India Dock Road Hotel, Nos 267-269, East India Dock Road, Poplar, E14
Borehole Survey and Geoarchaeological Deposit Model by Quest 2020

Uamvar Street [Former Brushwood House] London E14
Evaluation by MoLAS 2000

c

Caspian Wharf, Yeo Street, Violet Road, London, E3
Archaeological Watching Brief by OA 2009/10

Watts Grove Depot Site, Watts Grove, Poplar, London Borough of Tower 
Hamlets E3
Geo-Archaeological Investigation by PCA 2015.

Archaeological Borehole Survey by WA 2013

Barratt Industrial Estate, Gillender Street, London Borough of Tower Hamlets: 
Archaeological Evaluation by PCA 2019
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DBA
No.

Description Site code/
HER/NHL

No.
Bow School, Twelvetrees Crescent, Bow Tower Hamlets: 
Archaeological Evaluation by WA 2012

St Andrews Hospital, Devas Street , Bromley-by-Bow

Evaluation by PCA 2008

Tidal locks for the River Lee
GLHER feature

300 Manor Road, Canning Town, E16
Evaluation by PCA 2020
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DBA
No.

Description Site code/
HER/NHL

No.
Silvertown Way/Clarkson Road, Canning Town, Newham
Geoarchaeological Borehole Investigations by Quest, 2014

Canning Town Station, 
Evaluation by OAU 1991

Evaluation by OAU 1994

The Thames Plate Glass Company, Leamouth North, Leamouth
Archaeological evaluation and open area excavation by WA 2007
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DBA
No.

Description Site code/
HER/NHL

No.
Pura Foods site, Leamouth, Orchard Place, E14
Archaeological watching brief by PCA 1996

Lower Lea Crossing, Limmo Peninsula / Peto Street North, Canning Town
Crossrail
Watching Brief by MOLA 2012

Watching Brief, MOLA 2010

Watching Brief, MOLA 2010

Blackwall Way, Blackwall Yard, London E14
Evaluation by MOLA 2021
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DBA
No.

Description Site code/
HER/NHL

No.
Reuters, 1 Paul Julius Close, London E14
Watching Brief by PCA 2015

Blackwall Tunnel, Charrington’s Wharf 
Evaluation by MoLAS, 1992.
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DBA
No.

Description Site code/
HER/NHL

No.
The former Charrington’s Wharf, Isle of Dogs
Excavation, AOC 2002

Blackwall Way E14: former Charrington's Wharf; New Providence Wharf 
Building C and D
Evaluation and excavations by AOC 1999–2002
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DBA
No.

Description Site code/
HER/NHL

No.
Alberta House Blackwall Way, Blackwall
Evaluation by AOC

2 Trafalgar Way, London Borough of Tower Hamlets London E14
Evaluation by PCA 2014

Land at Poplar Business Park, Aspen Way, Poplar London E14
Evaluation by PCA 2015

Blackwall Reach Phase 1B, Poplar High Street, London Borough of Tower 
Hamlets London E14
Watching Brief and Evaluation by PCA 216

Nos. 260-268, Poplar High Street, Tower Hamlets
Evaluation by AOC 2007

The Resolute Public House, No 210 Poplar High Street, Poplar, Tower Hamlets
Watching Brief by WA 2011

35 Woodstock Terrace, Poplar London Borough of Tower Hamlets
Watching Brief by AOC 2015
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DBA
No.

Description Site code/
HER/NHL

No.
Nos. 46-51, Gillender Street, London, E14 6RN 
Evaluation by Archaeological Services and Consultancy Ltd in 2009

Bromley Hall, Gillender Street
Dendrochronological Survey: tree-ring analysis of timbers by English Heritage 2005, 
2012-13

Dendrochronological Survey: tree-ring analysis of timbers by English Heritage 2002

Nos. 9-15, Ada Gardens
Watching Brief by MoLAS 1993

Devons Road/Brickfield Road (between), Bromley
GLHER findspot

St Matthias Centre, Woolmore Street, Blackwall: 
Watching Brief by LP 2008

Blackwall Way [DLR East India Station], London, E14
Geoarchaeological Evaluation by MoLAS 2009
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DBA
No.

Description Site code/
HER/NHL

No.
Virginia Quay, Blackwall Way, South Bromley, Tower Hamlets 
Geoarchaeological boreholes by Quest 2013

Blackwall Station, Aspen Way, London, E14
Geoarchaeological Evaluation by MOLA 2009

Land west of the junction of Poplar High Street and Preston's Road and east of 
Poplar Business Park, Preston's Road, Poplar
Evaluation by CgMs Consulting 2006

Geotechnical survey by Ian Farmer Associates 2005

Test pit by Card Geotechnics LTD 2006

Nos 216-242 Poplar High Street, Poplar: 
Evaluation by PCA 1997
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DBA
No.

Description Site code/
HER/NHL

No.
St Matthias Churchyard, Poplar High Street/ no.113 Woodstock Terrace, Poplar, 
Tower Hamlets, E14 0AE

Former burial grounds, Poplar Park, E14

St Matthias Church, Woodstock Street, Poplar London E14
Watching Brief by CEA 1991

Hallsville Quarter, Clarkson Road, Canning Town Regeneration, Phase 2, 
Canning Town, E16 
Evaluation by Archaeology South East 2015

West Ham Contractor's Village, former West Ham Power Station
Watching Brief by MoLAS 1999

Lea Valley Olympic and Paralympic Park Undergrounding Shafts EAST-1 & 
WEST-1, South Crescent, West Ham, London
Evaluation and Watching Brief by MoLAS-PCA 2006

151 poplar HIGH Street
GLHER feature
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DBA
No.

Description Site code/
HER/NHL

No.
Blackwall
GLHER reference

Blackwall
GLHER feature

Blackwall
GLHER reference

Blackwall Stairs
GLHER reference
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DBA
No.

Description Site code/
HER/NHL

No.
Blackwall Tunnel
GLHER feature

Leamouth Road
GLHER finds

Bromley, Tower Hamlets
GLHER finds

Canning Town, E16
GLHER finds
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DBA
No.

Description Site code/
HER/NHL

No.
East India Dock
GLHER reference

All Saints' Churchyard Poplar, Tower Hamlets, E14

DBA 61a

DBA 61b

Land Rear of Poplar Library, 45 Gillender Street

Gillender Street
GLHER find

Poplar Hospital for Accidents
GLHER reference and finds

Poplar High Street
GLHER reference

River Lea Valley, Canning Town, E16
GLHER reference and finds

Stratford Market Depot, West Ham
Archaeological evaluation by PEM, 1993

Poplar Public Library, Brunswick Road, E14.
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DBA
No.

Description Site code/
HER/NHL

No.
Bromley Hall School for the Physically Handicapped

Former Church of St Michael and All Angels,

St Leonard's Road, War Memorial.

Glenkerry House

Carradale House, St Leonard’s Road

Balfron Tower, St Leonard's Road
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Conserving and enhancing the historic environment

Para 189.

Para 190.

Para 191.

Para 192.

Para 193.

Proposals affecting heritage assets 
Para 194.

Para 195.
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Para 196.

Para 197.

Para 198.

Considering potential impacts
Para 199.

Para 200.

Para 201.

Para 202.

Para 203.

Para 204.

Para 205.

Para 206.
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Para 207.

Para 208.

The London Plan

The London Plan: The Spatial Development Strategy for Greater London

Publication London Plan 

deliberate neglect
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Evidential value

Aesthetic value

Historical value

Communal value

Conservation Principles

Table 2: Significance of heritage assets
Heritage asset description Significance
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Alluvium

Archaeological 
Priority Area/Zone
Brickearth

B.P.
Bronze Age
Building recording

‘to document buildings, or parts of buildings, which may be lost as a result of demolition, 
alteration or neglect’,

Built heritage
Colluvium

Conservation area

Cropmarks

Cut-and-cover 
[trench]
Cut feature

Desk-based
assessment

Devensian c

Early medieval 
Evaluation 
(archaeological)

Excavation 
(archaeological)

Findspot

Geotechnical

Head

Heritage asset

Historic Environment 
Record (HER)
Holocene

Iron Age
Later medieval 
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Last Glacial 
Maximum

Locally listed 
building

Listed building

Made Ground

Mesolithic
National Record for 
the Historic 
Environment
(NRHE)
Neolithic
Ordnance Datum 
(OD)
Palaeo-
environmental

Palaeolithic 
Palaeochannel
Peat

Pleistocene
Post-medieval 
Preservation by 
record

Preservation in situ
in situ

Registered Historic 
Parks and Gardens

Residual in situ, 

Roman 
Scheduled 
Monument
Site
Site codes

Study area

Solifluction, 
Soliflucted

Stratigraphy 

Truncate

Watching brief 
(archaeological)

Aberfeldy Village DBA V2 06/04/2022

A history of London in maps
Lost Rivers of London

Landscape evolution in the Lower Thames Valley: implications for the 
archaeology of the earlier Holocene period Towards a New Stone 
Age: aspects of the Neolithic in south-east England

Standards and guidance for commissioning work or 
providing consultancy advice on archaeology and the historic environment

Standards and guidance for historic environment 
desk-based assessment

Saxon and Norman London
An Early Neolithic grave and occupation, and an Early Bronze Age 

hearth on the Thames foreshore at Yabsley Street, Blackwall, London

Early and Middle Saxon rural settlement in the London region

Mapping past landscapes in the lower Lea valley

Archaeology and Coastal Change

National Planning Policy 
Framework

Conserving and Enhancing 
the Historic Environment: Planning Practice Guide

Domesday Book, A Complete Translation,

Conservation principles, policies and guidance.
The London Plan: The Spatial Development Strategy for 

Greater London 
Guidelines for Archaeological Projects in Greater London

The Pleistocene history of the lower Thames valley
A history of London

The Setting of Heritage Assets – Historic Environment Good Practice 
Advice in Planning: 3

Managing Significance in Decision-Taking in the Historic Environment –
Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning: 2

Conservation Principles for the Sustainable Management of the Historic 
Environment, 

General introduction

The London Burial Grounds: Notes on their history from the earliest to the 
present day (1896).

The Phillimore Atlas and Index of Parish Registers
The London County Council Bomb Damage Maps, 1939–1945
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Monuments Protection Programme. Gas 
Industry. Step 1 Report

Roman Roads in Britain
Aberfeldy Estate (Phase 2), East India Dock Road, South Bromley, London 

Borough of Tower Hamlets - an archaeological evaluation
Sites from the Thames Estuary, England and their Bronze Age use

The Roman City of London
National Planning Policy 

Framework
Mapping past landscapes in the lower Lea valley: a geoarchaeological study of the 

Quaternary sequence. 

The archaeology of Greater London: an 
assessment of archaeological evidence for human presence in the area covered by modern 
Greater London.

A research framework for London archaeology 2002

Survey of London. Volumes XLIII & XLIV: Poplar, Blackwall and The Isle of Dogs: 
The Parish of All Saints.

Landscape and Prehistory of the East London Wetlands

Aberfeldy Village, Lighterman Point, Poplar, London Borough of Tower 
Hamlets. A Geoarchaeological Assessmen

Aberfeldy Estate (Phase 1), East India Dock Road, South Bromley, London Borough of 
Tower Hamlets: An Archaeological Evaluation

Archaeology in Greater London 1965–90: a guide 
to records of excavations by the Museum of London

Victoria History of the Counties of England: Middlesex, i,
Victoria County History of the county of Middlesex, xi: Early Stepney with Bethnal Green

Aberfeldy Estate (Phase 3), East India Dock Road, South Bromley, London Borough of 
Tower Hamlets: An Archaeological Evaluation

The London Encyclopaedia.

Insurance plan of London

Map of London from an Actual Survey’ by C and J Greenwood, 1827, 

London County Council Bomb Damage Maps 1939–45, reproduced by the London 
Topographical Society and London Metropolitan Archives
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Exact Survey of the City of London Westminster 
and Southwark and the Country 10 Miles Round’ by John Rocque, 1766, 

Stanford’s Library 
Map of London’ 1862, 

Ordnance Survey maps

Engineering/Architects drawings
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Fig 2  Historic environment features map 
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Fig 3  Geology map
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TOWE2074DBA22#04&05

Fig 5  Rocque's map of 1746

Fig 4  Gascoyne's Survey of the Parish of St Dunstan, Stepney, dated 1703
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Fig 7  Greenwood's Map of 1828

Fig 6  Faden's 1813 revision of Horwood's map of 1799
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Fig 9  Ordnance Survey 2nd edition 6” map of 1894 (not to scale)

TOWE20740DBA22#08&09

Fig 8  Ordnance Survey 1st edition 6” map of 1874 (not to scale)

the site

the site



Archaeological desk-based assessment © MOLA 2022

Fig 11  Ordnance Survey 1:10000 scale map of 1973

TOWE20740DBA22#10&11

Fig 10  Ordnance Survey 6” map of 1955 (not to scale)

the site

the site
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Fig 13  Ordnance Survey 1:10000 scale map of 1991 (not to scale)

TOWE20740DBA22#12&13

Fig 12  Ordnance Survey 1:10000 scale map of 1981 (not to scale)

the site

the site
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TOWE20740DBA22#14

Fig 14  Ordnance Survey 1:10000 scale map of 2010 (not to scale)

the site
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Fig 15  Outline Plan of Proposed Development (Levitt Bernstein proj. no. 3663-LB-ZZ-00-DR-A-000021, Rev 1, 16/03/22)
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