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Executive summary 
Ealing Borough Council has commissioned MOLA to provide an addendum to a Historic Environment 
Assessment (HEA) of Gunnersbury Park, Pope’s Lane, in the London Borough of Hounslow. The 
addendum assesses the archaeological impact of a proposed ‘Sports Hub’ in the western half of the 
park, which is currently largely open land. The development comprises the demolition or 
cleaning/renovation of some disused and derelict facilities, construction of a new sports hall in the 
north-eastern part of the site and multiple games areas with associated landscaping, parking and 
access works. The 72-hectare park, which is jointly maintained by Ealing and Hounslow Councils, is a 
Grade II* registered park and contains 22 listed buildings. It is one of the top historic assets that are ‘at 
risk’ in the country. A Grade II listed wall lies within the site.  
The original HEA was prepared by MOLA in 2013 as part of an updated Conservation Management 
Plan for Gunnersbury House and Gunnersbury Park, to inform regeneration proposals. It comprised a 
detailed desk-based study and site walkover survey, which was followed by targeted geophysical 
prospection, archaeological evaluation and watching briefs (other than two small trial pits almost 
entirely outside the present site). The HEA divided the park into six ‘zones’ associated with key historic 
elements, land use and archaeological potential. The proposed Sports Hub is located within parts of 
Zones 2, 4, 5 and 6. The main potential for the site is as follows: 

• Second World War (WWII) remains. Much of the northern half of the site lies within Zone 5: 
north playing fields. This was formerly the site of a WWII anti-aircraft gun emplacement and 
associated barracks. A recent trial pit confirmed that remains, of low heritage significance, lie 
immediately beneath the surface; they are also visible as parchmarks in the grass. 

• Medieval and post-medieval agricultural remains. Much of the site (90%) lies within Zones 
4 and 5, the former open fields of the parish outside the Gunnersbury Estate to the east. There 
is moderate potential for buried ridge and furrow earthworks and ditches, of low significance.  

• Remains associated with the Gunnersbury Estate. The south-eastern area of the site lies in 
part of the ornamental parkland (Zone 2) south of Gunnersbury House (100m to the east). The 
north-eastern part of the site lies in the kitchen gardens of the mansion (Zone 6). There is 
moderate potential for evidence of late-18th and 19th century landscaping and garden features 
(plant beds, ditches, and the Rothschilds’ former Polo Field), of low significance. 

• Prehistoric remains. Whilst a natural spring line in the north-eastern part of the park may 
have attracted early settlement and other activity there is currently little evidence for this. There 
is low to moderate potential for remains of settlement and farming. The significance of such 
remains would depend on their nature and extent but may be medium or high. 

Other than the construction of the WWII defences along with the redevelopment of the kitchen gardens 
there has been relatively little later-20th century development within the site which would have caused 
substantial or widespread impacts to any earlier archaeological remains. 
The main archaeological impact of the proposals would be topsoil removal, which would expose any 
remains immediately beneath to rutting and compaction from vehicles and plant, potentially causing 
truncation or removing shallow remains entirely. The slight slope of the site would be terraced to create 
level sports pitch areas; in places the ground would be lowered by up to 2.0m, partially or completely 
removing any remains which had survived topsoil removal. There would also be localised impacts from 
services and drainage trenches, fencing, and the sports hall foundations. The heritage significance of 
any remains removed or truncated by the proposed works would be reduced to negligible. 
It is considered that archaeological remains liable to be affected are generally likely to be of low 
significance, and that any further investigation required in order to formulate an appropriate mitigation 
strategy for the impact of the proposals could be carried out under a planning condition set out with the 
granting of planning consent. Such work would need to be in accordance with a Written Scheme of 
Investigation (WSI) approved by the local authority’s archaeological advisors, and might comprise 
targeted archaeological evaluation (trial pits or trenches) to confirm the presence, nature and 
significance of any remains. Preliminary geophysical survey would help target the trenches (and 
potentially reduce the number required). Depending on the results, a mitigation strategy could be 
formulated – if necessary – for any significant remains present, such as archaeological excavation in 
advance of construction, and/or ‘strip, map and sample’ during topsoil removal, which would ensure that 
remains were not removed without record. 
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1 Introduction 

1.1 Origin and scope of the report 

1.1.1 Ealing Borough Council has commissioned MOLA (Museum of London Archaeology) to 
provide an addendum to a Historic Environment Assessment (HEA) of Gunnersbury Park, 
Pope’s Lane, in the London Borough (LB) of Hounslow (National Grid Reference 518473 
178987: Fig 1). The addendum assesses the archaeological impact of a proposed ‘Sports Hub’ 
in the western half of the park (hereafter ‘the site’), which is currently largely open field. The 
development comprises the demolition or cleaning of some disused and derelict facilities, 
construction of a new sports hall in the north-eastern part of the site and multiple games areas 
with associated landscaping, parking and access works. The park lies within the London 
Borough (LB) of Hounslow but is jointly maintained by both Ealing and Hounslow Councils.  

1.1.2 The 72-hectare park is listed Grade II* on the English Heritage Register of Parks and Gardens 
of Special Historic Interest and contains 22 listed buildings. It is one of the top ‘at risk’ historic 
assets in the country. The principal areas of the park are the historic core in the north-eastern 
corner of the park, comprising Gunnersbury Park House, Gunnersbury House and gardens; 
the outer estate ornamental parkland to the west and south of the core; the wooded Potomac 
Lake and gothic tower in the south-western corner of the park; and the 18th century walled 
garden in in the east.  

1.1.3 This desk-based addendum has been undertaken as part of the planning process in order that 
the local planning authority (LPA) can formulate an appropriate response in the light of the 
impact upon any known or possible buried heritage assets (archaeological remains) within the 
Sports Hub site. Heritage assets are 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. It follows a detailed 
desk-based assessment carried out by MOLA in 2013 as part of the overall Gunnersbury Park 
phased development project, which includes the current site located mainly in the western 
portion of the park (Phase 3). The present report draws upon the original 2013 assessment 
and its zoning of the park, along with the results of recent field investigations, in order to 
assess the archaeological impact of the Sports Hub proposal.  

1.1.4 This report deals solely with the archaeological implications of the current development phase 
and does not cover possible built heritage issues, except where buried parts of historic fabric 
are likely to be affected. Above ground assets (ie, designated and undesignated historic 
structures and conservation areas) on the site or in the vicinity that are relevant to the 
archaeological interpretation of the site are discussed. Whilst the significance of above ground 
assets is not assessed in this archaeological report, direct physical impacts upon such assets 
arising from the development proposals are noted. The report does not assess issues in 
relation to the setting of above ground assets (eg visible changes to historic character and 
views). 

1.1.5 The assessment has been carried out in accordance with the requirements of the National 
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (DCLG 2012, 2014; see section 10 of this report) and to 
standards specified by the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists (CIfA Dec 2014a, 2014b), 
Historic England (EH 2008, 2015). Under the ‘Copyright, Designs and Patents Act’ 1988 MOLA 
retains the copyright to this document. 

1.1.6 Note: within the limitations imposed by dealing with historical material and maps, the 
information in this document is, to the best knowledge of the author and MOLA, correct at the 
time of writing. Further archaeological investigation, more information about the nature of the 
present buildings, and/or more detailed proposals for redevelopment may require changes to 
all or parts of the document. 

1.2 Designated heritage assets 

1.2.1 The site lies within the Grade II* registered park and a Grade II listed wall lies within the north-
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eastern extent of the site (HEA 1J). The site does not contain any other designated heritage 
assets. It is not within a conservation area or archaeological priority area as defined by the 
LPA. 

1.3 Aims and objectives 

1.3.1 The aim of the assessment is to:  
• identify the presence of any known or potential buried heritage assets that may be 

affected by the proposals, especially any new assets identified since the 2013 report; 
• describe the significance of such assets, as required by national planning policy (see 

section 4 for planning framework and section 9 for methodology used to determine 
significance); 

• assess the likely impacts upon the significance of the assets arising from the 
proposals; and 

• provide recommendations for further assessment where necessary of the historic 
assets affected, and/or mitigation aimed at reducing or removing completely any 
adverse impacts upon buried heritage assets and/or their setting. 
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2 Methodology and sources consulted 

2.1 Desk-based study  

2.1.1 This addendum draws on the comprehensive HEA produced for Gunnersbury Park by MOLA 
in 2013, which included the entire site and a 1km study area around the park. For the broad 
range of sources consulted the reader is referred to that report.  

2.1.2 The assessment has considered the results of recent archaeological investigations carried out 
by MOLA in Gunnersbury Park following on from the 2013 HEA. These comprised targeted 
geophysical prospection, archaeological evaluation and watching briefs, almost entirely outside 
the present site other than two small trial pits. Some of the work included local community 
involvement. Section 2.2 below provides a summary of these investigations. In order to ensure 
that the archaeological and historical baseline is up to date for the present assessment a 
search was carried out of the Greater London Historic Environment Record (HER) and the 
London Archaeological Archive and Research Centre (LAARC). This revealed no significant 
additional records in the surrounding study area. The update has not changed understanding 
of the archaeological and historical background of the site.  

2.1.3 Section 3 provides a brief summary chronological overview. Fig 2 shows the distribution of 
historic environment sites and finds, which are listed in the updated gazetteer (Section 4) and 
shown on Fig 2. Fig 3 shows the site in relation to the historic environment zones of the park, 
as identified in the 2013 HEA. The overview is followed by an assessment of archaeological 
potential and significance of any buried heritage assets within the site (Section 4), and an 
impact assessment (Section 5). 

2.2 Summary of investigations at Gunnersbury Park since 2013 

2.2.1 A number of archaeological investigations have taken place in different areas of Gunnersbury 
Park associated with its redevelopment, subsequent to the 2013 HEA. The results of these 
investigations do not change understanding of the archaeological and historical background of 
the site, as set out in the 2013 HEA. Two investigations were carried out within the proposed 
Sports Hub site, which confirm the presence of buried remains of the demolished WWII anti-
aircraft gun emplacement. 

MOLA 2013 Evaluation  
2.2.2 An archaeological evaluation (HEA 52) undertaken by MOLA involved the excavation of 16 

trial pits, the monitoring of 27 geotechnical boreholes on the site of the former Horseshoe 
Pond, and geophysical survey work by Stratascan in the north-east and south of the park.  

2.2.3 The geophysical survey identified possible remains of an historic route through park to the 
north-east of the site, a tower to the south of the site and a number of cut features such as 
ditches and pits.  

2.2.4 The evaluation recovered post-medieval material including masonry remains, which may be of 
a 15/16th century Gunnersbury manor house (HEA 2W) associated with finds such as 
ceramics, building materials, a copper alloy ring and some clay pipe fragments (HEA 52). 
Possible traces of the Palladian mansion house designed by the architect John Webb and built 
in 1658–63, just north-west of the Gunnersbury House (outside the site) were also recorded, 
along with remains of the Horseshoe Pond bridge (HEA 53).  

2.2.5 Of these investigations, only two trial pits, TP 1 and TP 2, were located within the Sports Hub 
site, at its northern end (see Fig 3). A levelling deposit in TP 1 and a concrete structure 
recorded in TP2 were probably associated with the WWII heavy anti-aircraft artillery (HAA) 
built in 1939 (HEA 1D, Fig 5). 

2.2.6 Trial pit 1 revealed the following: 
• In situ natural ground in TP1 consisted of a hard orange-brown clay with substantial 

pockets of gravel and sand, surface at c 19.4m OD (0.5mbgl). It was sealed by c 0.5m 
of gravelly grey-brown sandy silt identified as modern made ground; probably a 
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levelling deposit lain prior to ground surface reinstatement, after removal of the WW2 
artillery battery previously situated in this part of the park. 

2.2.7 Trial pit 2 revealed: 
• In situ natural ground in TP2 consisted of a hard orange-brown clay with occasional 

gravel and brickearth lenses, surface at c 22.5m OD (0.7mbgl). It was truncated by 
construction cut for a reinforced concrete structure. The structure was only part-
exposed in the base of the trench and consequently poorly defined, but was likely 
associated with the WW2 artillery battery previously situated in this part of the park. 
Crushed mortar infill within the cut was sealed by c 0.6m of grey-brown silty gravelly 
sand – modern made ground; as in TP1, probably a levelling deposit laid prior to 
ground surface reinstatement after removal of the artillery battery. 

2.2.8 A watching brief for works on a new café and the restoration of historic features in the park is 
ongoing to the east of the site (HEA 54). 

Investigations since 2013 within the study area beyond Gunnersbury Park 
2.2.9 Two investigations have taken place within the study area since the 2013 HEA report was 

issued although information available on their results is limited at present. In late 2013 a 
watching brief of geotechnical test pits at Brentford Community Stadium site, 430m to the 
south of the site (HEA 56), found made ground overlying natural sand and gravel deposits.  

2.2.10 The results of a recent investigation at Kew Bridge West in an area of high archaeological 
potential where the Brent enters the Thames, 580m to the south of the site (HEA 55) is not 
available at present. 
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3 Archaeological and historical overview 

3.1 Site location, topography and geology 

3.1.1 The proposed Sports Hub site is principally in the western part of the Gunnersbury Park (NGR 
518473 178987: Fig 1), in the currently open grassed field, and includes part of the western 
edge of the walled garden, which fell within the mid 17th century and later Gunnersbury estate. 
The eastern ‘arm’ of the site extends into the ornamental parkland of the estate. Fig 3 shows 
the site in relation to the various ‘zones’ identified in the 2013 study. 

3.1.2 Topography can provide an indication of suitability for settlement, and ground levels can 
indicate whether the ground has been built up or truncated, which can have implications for 
archaeological survival (see section 4.2). The site is on a gentle level slope down to the south. 
Pope’s Lane 75m to the north of the site rises up to the east, from 24.0–27.0m Ordnance 
Datum (OD). The southern end of the site is at around 10.0–11.0m OD  

3.1.3 Geology can provide an indication of suitability for early settlement, and potential depth of 
remains. The British Geological Society (BGS) digital data indicates that the site lies across 
two gravel terraces which slope down from north to south towards the Thames, 450m south of 
the site. The northern part of the site (20%) comprises Lynch Hill Gravels, one of the oldest 
terraces. A thin east-west band of London Clay outcrops between this terrace and the Taplow 
Gravel Terrace to the south, over which the majority of the site (75%) lies. A thin band of 
Langley Silt Formation, also known as ‘brickearth’ lies close the southern boundary of the site, 
over Kempton Park Gravels. Brickearth is a fine-grained deposit laid down as alluvium and/or 
wind-blown deposits during the last glaciation around 17,000 BC in the London area. Although 
the BGS data indicates that only a small portion of the site lies on brickearth. There are likely 
to be surviving pockets of brickearth across the site, particularly in the southern and western 
areas, where historic brickearth extraction activities are known to have been carried out.  

3.1.4 BGS geotechnical data for the site itself is not available. The two trial pits at the northern end 
of the site revealed natural geology within 0.5–0.7m of the ground surface. Considering the 
lack of extensive development across much of the site, natural brickearth/Gravels are 
predicted to lie fairly close to the current ground level across the site, directly beneath the 
topsoil/subsoil. 

3.1.5 The closest natural major watercourse is the River Thames, c 450m to the south of the site. 
The River Brent, a tributary of the Thames, lies c 1.5km to the west. There is a pond at the 
junction of Gunnersbury Lane and Pope’s Lane just north of the main park entrance and 
several water features within the park; the Potomac Lake being a water filled quarry. The east-
west outcrop of impermeable Clay in the north of the site and the park suggests a possible 
springline. 

3.2 Prehistoric period (800,000 BC–AD 43) 

3.2.1 The Lynch Hill Gravels, which form the geology of the northern part of the site, contain the 
highest concentration of flint artefacts from the Lower and Middle Palaeolithic period (c 
800,000 BC–35,000 BC). Finds indicate Palaeolithic activity in the park and throughout the 
study area although many of the finds are unprovenanced. Evidence for Neolithic, Bronze Age 
and Iron Age activity to the north, west and east of the site is limited to isolated chance finds. 
The relative scarcity of finds within much of the study area is possibly a reflection of the lack of 
past archaeological investigation, other than around Brentford in the southern part of the study 
area, where there is little significant evidence of prehistoric activity. No evidence of prehistoric 
activity was found during the recent investigations in the park.  

3.2.2 The remains recovered from the study area suggest that prehistoric activity was concentrated 
along the Thames foreshore to the south of the site. The higher gravel areas to the north of the 
River Thames, including the site, may have been sporadically occupied from the Palaeolithic to 
the Neolithic periods as evidenced by discoveries of flint tools from the park and surrounding 
areas.  
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3.3 Roman period (AD 43–410) 

3.3.1 Overall, evidence of this period is fairly limited and suggests low density rural activity with no 
significant evidence of Roman settlement in the area. During the Roman period Brentford was 
a small settlement located at the point where the River Brent flows into the Thames c 1.2km to 
the south-west of the site. A major Roman road leading out from London to the west ran 
through the Borough of Hounslow along the line of Chiswick High Road, Kew Bridge Road and 
Brentford High Street (Clegg 1991, 30), 535m to the south-west of the site. 

3.3.2 No new Roman finds are known in the study area since the 2013 HEA was issued. The site 
probably lay within unoccupied woodland in this period, although as with the prehistoric, the 
small amount of past archaeological investigation with the site and across the study area 
means that current understanding regarding the nature and extent of Roman activity is limited. 

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

3.4.1 The site was located in the manor (estate) of Ealing (Ealingbury), mentioned in a charter 
issued by Aethelred of Mercia in AD 698, at which time there was probably a small settlement 
around Ealing c 1km to the north-west of the park. A settlement at Brentford, first recorded in 
AD 705 when the kings of Wessex and Essex met there, is thought to been in the area of the 
Roman settlement above (VCH Middlesex vii, 101–120). No evidence of early medieval activity 
has been recorded within the park or the immediate surrounding area, although this may 
reflect the limited amount of past archaeological investigation.  

3.4.2 In all likelihood the site lay in woodland or possibly open fields throughout this period.  

3.5 Later medieval period (AD 1066–1485) 

3.5.1 The main settlements in the area during the medieval period were the villages of Ealing, c 1km 
to the north-west, and Brentford, c 535m to the south. The Ealing manor house, named 
Ealingbury, lay some distance from the settlement centres to the north-east of the site at the 
junction of Gunnersbury Lane and Pope’s Lane (VCH Middlesex vii, 123–128). The GLHER 
(HEA 1E) places the centre of the medieval hamlet of Gunnersbury in the north-eastern part of 
the park. As the location of the medieval manor house is not currently known the location of 
the hamlet as listed on the GLHER may be inaccurate. If there was a small settlement it would 
have comprised only several properties, probably beside the Ealing manor house and road 
junction, and might conceivably have been within the northern edge of the north-eastern part of 
Gunnersbury Park prior to the formation of the Gunnersbury manor estate in the mid-14th 
century. No manor house is mentioned but one evidently existed by 1464 when Sir Thomas 
Frowyke was born at Gunnersbury. Its exact location is not known but it has been suggested 
that The Frowykes was possibly located close to the later, 17th century, house in the area of 
the kitchen gardens (HEA 2R), to the west of the Temple and Temple Gardens (James 
Wisdom, FGPM, pers. comm.). 

3.5.2 There may have been a small settlement close to the north-eastern corner of the site beside 
the junction of Pope’s Lane and Gunnersbury Drive. The GLHER locates the conjectured 
location of the centre of a medieval hamlet here (HEA 1E; GLHER MLO68897), although it is 
not clear what information this is based on. As the location of the medieval manor house is not 
currently known the location of the hamlet as listed on the GLHER may be inaccurate. 

3.5.3 Nichols’ 1777 map of the Parish of Ealing (see MOLA 2013, Fig 7) indicates that the site was 
the ‘Old Brentford Common Field’ (HEA 2F) and would have been such in this period, when it 
was either used for pasture and the rough grazing of livestock, or cultivated strips of arable 
land. As communally owned land it is unlikely that this area was ever built on. 

3.5.4 The MOLA site visit in 2013 noted a series of low (<0.1m high) east-west ridges on the south 
side of the former tennis courts just south of the eastern ‘arm’ of the site (HEA 3I). These are 
possibly the remains of medieval ridge and furrow (the corrugated remains of medieval 
ploughing). A site visit carried out by heritage specialists from Purcell UK in July 2013 also 
noted an area of ground ridges along the eastern boundary of the playing fields and the 
ornamental parkland (HEA 3U), although these were thought to be post-medieval narrow 
ridges, rather than medieval ridge and furrow. The site lay within a rural landscape and the 
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majority of the park would have probably comprised agricultural land throughout the later 
medieval period. 

3.6 Post-medieval period (AD 1485–present) 

3.6.1 There is widespread evidence for post-medieval activity within the perimeter of the park as 
detailed in the 2013 HEA. The area around the Gunnersbury estate has changed drastically 
over the last two hundred years, from a rural landscape of agricultural use and scattered 
farmsteads in the 17th to late-19th centuries to an extensive suburban development in the 
west of London. The site appears to have been open ground for hundreds of years. 

3.6.2 The Frowyke and Spelman families occupied Gunnersbury in the 15th and 16th centuries. As 
discussed above, the location of the original, medieval, Gunnersbury manor house is not 
known, but is likely to have been in the north-eastern part of the site, on or in the vicinity of the 
later buildings here, or possibly slightly further west in the area of the Kitchen Gardens.  

3.6.3 It has been suggested that the north-south path through the centre of the South Lawns, and 
partly within the eastern part of the Sports Hub site, formerly known as ‘Love Lane’ (HEA 2Q), 
follows the line of an ancient, possibly medieval or early post-medieval, boundary as it appears 
consistently in historic maps and later forms the boundary between the two 19th century 
properties. 

3.6.4 By 1656, the Gunnersbury estate was in the ownership of the prominent lawyer and politician, 
John Maynard. In 1658–63, a Palladian ‘Gunnersbury House’ was built (HEA 2W), designed 
by the architect John Webb which is shown on Rocque’s map of 1741–45 and on Nichols’ map 
of 1777, was probably situated between and slightly to the north of the two existing 
Gunnersbury mansion houses, 175m to the south-east of the easternmost part of the site (the 
north-east access road).  

3.6.5 As noted above, Nichols’ 1777 map of the Parish of Ealing (not reproduced) indicates that the 
site was largely within the ‘Old Brentford Common Field’ (HEA 2F). As with the later medieval 
period, it would have been used for communally owned pasture or as cultivated strips of arable 
land. It is unlikely that this area was ever built on. The southern end of the site may have been 
subject to brickearth extraction and industrial pottery/tile manufacture (Bott 2011). The majority 
of brick pits would have been filled in and the land levelled for later use, probably as pasture. 
The MOLA site visit (2013) noted no visible evidence of quarry pits within the site although 
they may be expected to survive below ground.  

3.6.6 In c 1801–2 Morley demolished Webb’s mansion, as shown on an indenture plan dated to 
1802 (See MOLA 2013, Fig 10) which also shows the site divided into lots. Following the 
demolition of Webb’s mansion, but prior to the sale of the lots. The eastern part of 
Gunnersbury Park fell within two estates (part of the ‘Large Mansion’ and ‘Small Mansion’), 
which were subsequently brought together by the Rothschilds in the late 19th century. 

3.6.7 Kretschmar’s map of 1847 (not reproduced) is the first to show clearly the area to the west of 
the Gunnersbury House (Large Mansion) as kitchen gardens (Zone 6; HEA 2R); they 
continued to function as such until the late-20th century, and performed an important function 
as a source of fresh fruit and vegetables for the estate residents. A Grade II listed brick wall 
forms part of the garden’s boundary (HEA 1J). An unlisted wall of mid-19th century or earlier 
date (HEA 3L) runs along part of the northern park boundary. A very short stretch of it lies 
within the site. The map also shows a farmyard later recorded as a model farm. Its Cottage 
Orné style buildings (HEA 2H), now with modern extensions, lie just north-west of the Tennis 
Courts. The main buildings lie outside the site but the extensions are within it.  

3.6.8 A major change to the estate occurred in the early 1860s when the land to the south and west 
of the park was purchased, included Coles Hole, a former clay pit. The Ordnance Survey 1st 
edition 6’’: mile map of 1868–74 (Fig 4) shows the entire estate and clearly shows the 
ornamental parkland and the former open fields within which the majority of the site lies to the 
west. 

3.6.9 In 1889 the Rothschilds purchased Gunnersbury House (the Small Mansion) and its land and 
brought Gunnersbury Park back into single private ownership (CBA 2008, 37). The Rothschilds 
had created a polo field within the central section of the western playing fields (HEA 2O), 
within the central part of the site. A long pavilion and stable buildings (HEA 2N) were located to 
the east of the polo field at the site of the model farm, just outside the site. The MOLA site visit 
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noted no clear evidence of levelling and this part of the field is still on a very gradual slope to 
the south. An associated polo mounting stand (HEA 3N) lies at the north-eastern corner of the 
polo field, just outside the site, presumably close to its access point from the residential area. 
Following the death of Leopold Rothschild in 1917, his son sold the estate for public use and it 
became the present-day Gunnersbury Park (CBA 1998, 26). The Tennis Courts in the eastern 
extension of the site first appear on historic mapping in 1920 (OS 6”:mile map, not 
reproduced). 

World War II era to present 
3.6.10 In 1939, at the beginning of WWII, a heavy anti-aircraft (HAA) gun site (HEA 1D) was 

constructed in the northern part of the site (Fig 5, cover). Associated barracks and stores 
buildings were located to the east (HEA 2S). Based on mapping carried out by ‘Bomb Sight’ 
(www.bombsight.org/14862/) the park appears to have sustained considerable bombing during 
the Blitz (7th September 1940–21 May 1941), with c 30 bombs dropped in the park. These 
were mainly concentrated within the former estate and ornamental parkland in the eastern part 
of the park, (Zones 1 and 2) and immediately to the north and east of the Potomac Lake, in the 
south-western corner of the park (Zone 3). The majority of the site appears to have escaped 
major bombing impacts during this period with a small number landing along its eastern 
boundary. The extent of bombing of the site during the rest of WWII (and subsequent bomb 
clearance) is not currently known. Parchmarks (HEA 30, HEA 3P) in the central area of the 
site may be related to this WWII activity or possibly to the earlier polo field.  

3.6.11 Aerial photos taken between August 1944 and August 1947 show a good proportion of the site 
both during and shortly after WWII. Fig 5 shows the majority of the site, including the complex 
of buildings and clearly demarcated areas associated with the HAA in August 1947.  

3.6.12 Post-WWII Ordnance Survey maps show no significant changes to the layout and key built 
features of the park other than the clearing of the anti-aircraft artillery and barracks site in the 
late-1940s with the area subsequently reverting back to open playing fields. 

3.6.13 Although the western open playing fields in Zones 4 and 5 are currently undeveloped, various 
parchmarks attest to previous land use. Several of the parchmarks observed are thought to 
indicate below ground remains associated with the Second World War use of the site. At least 
three north-south linear ground depressions were noted on the site visit in Zone 5, with one 
extending across almost the length of the western edge of the field. These mark the line of 
20th-century pipelines; a small pipe was exposed in one short section.  
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4 Statement of significance  

4.1 Introduction 

4.1.1 The following section discusses past impacts on the site: generally from late 19th and 20th 
century developments which may have compromised archaeological survival, eg, building 
foundations or quarrying, identified primarily from historic maps, the site walkover survey, and 
information on the likely depth of deposits. It goes on to consider factors which are likely to 
have compromised asset survival. 

4.1.2 In accordance with the NPPF, this is followed by a statement on the likely potential and 
significance of buried heritage assets within the site, derived from current understanding of the 
baseline conditions, past impacts, and professional judgement. 

4.2 Factors affecting archaeological survival 

4.2.1 Archaeological survival potential is anticipated to be high due to the lack of past building 
development on much of the site other than where bombs fell, brick pits were dug or minor 
landscaping for its use as ornamental parkland or playing fields took place. Archaeological 
remains, if present, are likely to lie just below the current ground surface/topsoil, cut into the 
natural deposits. 

Zone 2 
4.2.2 The eastern edge of the site including the tennis courts lies within Zone 2. This was 

ornamental parkland, which also contained a model farm, but was less intensively landscaped 
than the grounds lying closer to the mansions. Archaeological remains are likely to have been 
preserved beneath any ground raising and levelling for the tennis courts, and truncated where 
the ground has been lowered. 

Zone 4 
4.2.3 The southern extent of the site lies within Zone 4, a former possible brickearth extraction area 

and currently open playing fields. Quarrying for clay and brickearth, to likely depths of several 
metres, will have entirely removed earlier archaeological remains from the footprints of former 
quarry pits. Other than these possible areas of impact, any archaeological remains are likely to 
have been preserved. 

Zone 5 
4.2.4 The northern part of the site lies mostly within Zone 5, which was an area of open playing 

fields developed as a heavy anti-aircraft (HAA) artillery site with associated structures during 
WWII. Impacts from the WWII structures may have truncated or entirely removed any 
archaeology present. The majority of this zone is still open fields (Fig 6) with a small car park 
and pavilion in the east. A historic wall runs along part of the northern boundary (HEA 3L). A 
high voltage cable also runs through the north of this area making its footprint inaccessible for 
development (Gunnersbury Planning Statement draft 07.10.15, 7). Other than these areas of 
impact, any archaeological remains are likely to have been preserved. 

Zone 6 
4.2.5 The north-eastern extent of the site lies in the west of Zone 6, former kitchen gardens. The 

GLHER also places the medieval hamlet of Gunnersbury in the north-eastern part of the park, 
although its location is uncertain. Currently the area is used as nurseries. The only surviving 
above ground element of the gardens appears to be a Grade II listed wall (HEA 1J), forming 
part of its boundary, and it is possible for remains of historic garden features to survive below 
ground. 
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4.3 Archaeological potential and significance 

4.3.1 The nature of possible archaeological survival in the area of the proposed development is 
summarised here, taking into account the levels of natural geology and the level and nature of 
later disturbance and truncation discussed above. 

4.3.2 Overall the 2013 HEA and subsequent works have shown that there is potential for the survival 
of a wide range of buried archaeological features. These are thought to relate mainly to the 
history and development of the park since the medieval period although those identified in the 
geophysical survey are naturally of unknown date. These features augment and support the 
more visible evidence from the equally wide range of historic buildings and structures present 
within the park. On the site itself evidence for the WWII HAA in the form of a reinforced 
concrete structure was located in TP 2. 

4.3.3 The site has a low to moderate potential for buried heritage assets from the prehistoric period. 
Whilst a natural spring line in the north-eastern part of the park may have attracted early 
settlement and other activity there is currently little evidence for such. No substantial evidence 
of prehistoric activity was found during the recent investigations Gunnersbury Park and there is 
little evidence in the surrounding study area other than occasional Neolithic and Bronze age 
material outside the site. Numerous Palaeolithic tools from the Gravels have been found within 
the park and it is possible some were from the site itself as exact findspots are unknown for 
some artefacts. The lack of evidence of prehistoric activity may be a reflection of the relative 
lack of investigation in the general area (other than in Brentford to the south), and current 
understanding of the nature and distribution of activity is limited. The significance of prehistoric 
remains would depend on their nature, extent and state of preservation. Extensive remains or 
localised features (such as burials) of high significance are considered unlikely; cut features 
such as pits or ditches would be of medium significance, derived from the evidential value in 
terms of past human activity, land use and the environment. Isolated residual finds would be 
heritage assets of low significance. 

4.3.4 The site has low potential for Roman remains. There is little evidence of Roman activity in the 
general area. This suggests that the site was not a focus of settlement and was probably either 
open fields or woodland.  

4.3.5 The site has low potential for Saxon remains. No evidence of Saxon activity has been 
identified on site to date. This suggests that the site was not a focus of settlement and was 
probably either open fields or woodland. 

4.3.6 The site has moderate potential for medieval remains. Much of the site (90%) lies within Zones 
4 and 5. These were the former medieval open fields of the parish located outside the 
Gunnersbury Estate to the east, and beyond the known areas of settlement. It has been 
speculated that there was a medieval manor house in the area of the Kitchen Gardens but only 
a small part of the site extends into this area. Evidence of medieval agriculture (eg buried 
evidence of ‘ridge and furrow’) would be of low heritage significance, derived from the limited 
historical and evidential value. 

4.3.7 The site has high potential for post-medieval remains. Much of the northern half of the site lies 
within Zone 5: North playing fields. This was formerly the site of a WWII anti-aircraft gun 
emplacement and associated barracks. A recent trial pit confirmed that remains, of low 
heritage significance lie immediately beneath the surface and they are visible as parchmarks in 
the grass: such remains may be of medium significance if extensive and well preserved. 
There is also high potential for post-medieval agricultural remains, of low significance; much of 
the site (90%) lies within Zones 4 and 5. These were the former open fields of the parish 
located outside the Gunnersbury Estate to the east. There is also potential for remains 
associated with the Gunnersbury Estate. The south-eastern area of the site lies in part of the 
ornamental parkland (Zone 2) south of Gunnersbury House (100m to the east). The north-
eastern part of the site lies in the 19th century kitchen gardens of the mansion house (Zone 6). 
There is moderate potential for evidence of late-18th and 19th century landscaping and garden 
features (plant beds, ditches and the Rothschilds' former Polo Field), of low significance. 
Evidence of post-medieval brick pits would be heritage assets of low significance. 
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5 Impact of proposals 

5.1 Proposals 

5.1.1 The proposed scheme comprises the demolition and renovation of disused modern facilities 
and the construction of a new sports hub to include a new building and various sports pitches 
on a 22.2 hectare site in the western portion of Gunnersbury Park (Shire Consulting, 
Gunnersbury Planning Statement Draft 07-10-15; ASLF+P, dwg (08)002 - SITE PLAN, 
16.09.2015; see Fig 7). The current open fields would be developed with multiple outdoor 
sports pitches / courts, for rugby, tennis, football, cricket and other sports, requiring re-profiling 
of the gradient to create level spaces with impacts up to 2.0m below ground level in places 
(The Sports Construction Consultancy, SCC-GP-02-8A Proposed Site Plan Option 8, 
06.10.2015; see Fig 8, Fig 9). A new building is proposed to be built on a former bowling green 
in the north-west of the site with an indoor sports hall and many public facilities such as 
changing rooms along with a storage area for Gunnersbury Museum (AFSL+P, (08)007 - 
GROUND FLOOR PLAN, 16.09.2015; Fig 7). Proposed plans show the sports hall ground 
level will be below current ground level in some areas however details of the construction and 
precise impact levels are not known at this time.  

5.2 Implications 

5.2.1 The identification of physical impacts on buried heritage assets within a site takes into account 
any activity which would entail ground disturbance, for example site set up works, demolition, 
remediation, the construction of new sports hall building with ground levelling for outdoor 
games facilities as well as services, parking and landscaping. As it is assumed that the 
operational (completed development) phase would not entail any ground disturbance there 
would be no additional archaeological impact and this is not considered further.  

5.2.2 It is outside the scope of this archaeological report to consider the impact of the proposed 
development on upstanding structures of historic interest, in the form of physical impacts which 
would remove, alter, or otherwise change the building fabric, or predicted changes to the 
historic character and setting of historic buildings and structures within the site or outside it. It 
is assumed that the polo stand (HEA 3N) would be unaffected or relocated. It is also assumed 
that there would be no impact on the Grade II listed kitchen garden wall (HEA 1J). 

5.2.3 The main potential for the site for evidence of the WWII battery in the northern half of the site, 
of low or medium significance, along with possible landscape parkland elements associated 
with the Gunnersbury estate, medieval and post-medieval agricultural remains, generally of 
low significance. There is a low to moderate potential for prehistoric activity, of uncertain 
significance. 

Topsoil removal 
5.2.4 It is assumed for the purposes of this assessment that topsoil would be removed on relevant 

areas of the site as part of the preliminary site works. Although often superficial in depth the 
removal of topsoil is a potential impact since – in addition to the loss of any residual evidence it 
contains – it exposes any archaeological remains present immediately beneath the topsoil. 
These may then be affected by movement of vehicles and plant involved in construction 
activities, for example through rutting and compaction. In addition, it is possible that topsoil 
removal without archaeological supervision may result in overstripping, which would have an 
impact upon archaeological remains located beneath the topsoil, or understripping, where 
archaeological features are concealed beneath a thin layer of topsoil but are then exposed and 
unprotected from subsequent construction activities. The features most affected by this work 
could include evidence of the Old Brentford Common field (HEA 2F), remains of the WWII 
HAA (HEA 1D) and barracks (HEA 2S) the former polo field (HEA 2O, HEA 3N) and surface 
parchmarks noted on the site visit in 2013 (HEA 30). 
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Demolition 
5.2.5 Proposed demolition works include removal of the mid-20th century extensions to the south 

side of the 19th century model farm buildings (HEA 2H), the disused Tennis Court facility and 
the modern commercial elements within the former kitchen gardens. These are of no heritage 
significance although care will need to be taken during works of any historic features they are 
attached to or in the vicinity of. The ground disturbance may cause additional impacts to buried 
remains, as noted in topsoil removal above. 

Landscaping / terracing for the construction of outdoor sports facilities  
5.2.6 The construction of the new outdoor sports facilities would have similar impacts on the open 

areas of the site as outlined above (topsoil stripping) with a much deeper impact up to 2.0mbgl 
due to gradient profiling to create flat playing surfaces. Additional, as yet unknown, impacts 
from the construction of the facilities could affect the same range of heritage assets. 

Standard shallow foundations 
5.2.7 Standard shallow foundations (such as strip, pad or raft) would entail the removal of any 

archaeological remains locally within the footprint of the foundation to a typical depth of 1.0–
1.5mbgl as assumed for the purposes of this assessment. It is possible that the bases of deep 
cut archaeological features such as pits, ditches, wells and building foundations would remain 
intact beneath these impact levels but their context could be lost. The proposed sports hall 
could impact the area of the former kitchen gardens (HEA 2R) along with any historic 
structures or walls (eg HEA 3S). 

Other works 
5.2.8 There would potentially be additional archaeological impacts from other ground disturbance, 

for services, temporary hoarding, planting and landscaping for example.  

5.3 Impact on significance 

5.3.1 The heritage significance of any remains removed or truncated by the proposed works would 
be reduced to negligible.  
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6 Conclusion and recommendations 
6.1.1 The archaeological potential of the site has been determined to be moderate for evidence of 

medieval agricultural activity of low significance, low to moderate potential for prehistoric 
activity of medium or low significance and high potential for World War II artillery facilities, the 
significance of which would depend on their condition and extent. The MOLA evaluation 
trenches recorded features of post-medieval date while the geophysical survey recorded 
features of unknown date. It is possible that more archaeological remains will be encountered. 
Given that the features were interpreted as remains of a road, linear ditches and pits and brick 
pits are known in the area it is possible that further cut features could exist on the site. 
Potential for other periods is considered to be low based on the results of the 2013 HEA and 
more recent archaeological work on the site.  

6.1.2 The proposed development would impact on archaeological remains through removal of 
topsoil, ground reduction, demolition of modern elements and construction of foundations for 
the new sports building and outdoor facilities. The heritage significance of any remains 
removed or truncated by the proposed works would be reduced to negligible.  

6.1.3 It is considered that archaeological remains liable to be affected by the proposals are generally 
likely to be of low significance, and that any further investigation required in order to formulate 
an appropriate mitigation strategy for the impact of the proposals could be carried out under a 
planning condition (ie post-determination) set out with the granting of planning consent. Such 
work would need to be undertaken in accordance with a Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI) 
approved by the local authority’s archaeological advisors, and might comprise targeted 
archaeological evaluation (such as trial pits or trenches) to confirm the presence, nature and 
significance of any remains. Preliminary geophysical survey would help target the trenches 
(and potentially reduce the number required). Depending on the results, a mitigation strategy 
could be formulated – if necessary – for any significant remains present, such as 
archaeological excavation in advance of construction, and/or ‘strip, map and sample’ during 
topsoil removal, which would ensure that remains were not removed without record. 
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7 Gazetteer of known historic environment assets 
7.1.1 The table below represents a gazetteer of known historic environment sites and finds within 

the 1km-radius study area around the site. The gazetteer should be read in conjunction with 
Fig 2.  

7.1.2 The GLHER data contained within this gazetteer was obtained on 09/10/2015 and is the 
copyright of Historic England 2015. 

7.1.3 Historic England statutory designations data © Historic England 2015. Contains Ordnance 
Survey data © Crown copyright and database right 2015. The Historic England GIS Data 
contained in this material was obtained in March 2015. The most publicly available up to date 
Historic England GIS Data can be obtained from http://www.historicengland.org.uk. 
 

Abbreviations 
AOC – AOC Archaeology Ltd 
ASL – Archaeological Solutions Ltd 
LAARC – London Archaeological Archive and Research Centre 
MoLAS – Museum of London Archaeology Service (now named MOLA) 
OA – Oxford Archaeology 
PCA – Pre-Construct Archaeology 
WA – Wessex Archaeology 
WLAGF – West London Archaeological Field Group 

 
HEA 
No. 

Description Site code/ 
HER No. 

1A Gunnersbury Park 
Grade II* listed. 
The area in which Gunnersbury Park is situated was, in the Middle Ages, an estate owned 
by the bishops of London, part of the Manor of Fulham. By 1656 Gunnersbury had been 
purchased by Sir John Maynard (1602–90). Maynard engaged the architect John Webb 
(1611–72), pupil and relative of Inigo Jones, to build a new manor house on the estate. 
Gunnersbury estate was purchased by Henry Furness, MP and art collector, in 1739. A 
map surveyed in 1741 (Rocque) shows a formal layout south of the house, with the main 
axis, at one point flanked by formal canals, aligned on the house and continuing south 
through the pleasure grounds in the form of an avenue. It is thought (Butcher et al 1993) 
that Furness engaged William Kent, who he knew socially, to enlarge and alter the estate. 
Kent’s professional connection is evident from a payment of £55 received from Furness in 
April 1743. Kent may have created the Temple and the Round Pond (see HEA 1I) for 
Furnese. The estate went through several changes of ownership in the mid-18th century 
and was purchased in 1762 by Princess Amelia, second daughter of George II, who made 
changes to the house and grounds. These include the surviving Doric temple (HEA 1H) 
but the building known as “Princess Amelia’s Bathhouse” is thought to date from a later 
period, perhaps even the 19th century. Alexander Copland’s memo book mentions that 
Lancelot ‘Capability’ Brown laid out the park in 1754, however, there is no other known 
documentary evidence linking the park to Brown. Princess Amelia enjoyed entertaining at 
Gunnersbury and her guests included Horace Walpole who was then living at Strawberry 
Hill, Twickenham. The present public park comprises the parkland of John Webb’s 
Gunnersbury House, which stood on a raised terrace at the northern end of the park. The 
house was a red brick three-storey building of seven bays with a Corinthian portico. It was 
an Anglicised version of Palladio’s Vill Badoer and was one of the first villas built on the 
edge of London. The house was demolished in 1800 and the grounds divided into thirteen 
lots. The two later mansions are believed to have been built on the site of the demolished 
18th century house (which is thought to have lain between, and slightly to the north of, the 
mansions). 
 

MLO25634 
1000808 

DLO32855 
210686 

1B Gunnersbury Park Dairy, Gunnersbury Park, Gunnersbury Avenue 
An archaeological watching brief was carried out at the site of Gunnersbury Park Dairy, by 
AOC Archaeology Group in 2008. Four geotechnical pits were excavated to determine the 
character of foundations associated with a toilet block in advance of redevelopment to see 
if they were associated with the historic dairy. However, the foundations were observed to 
be based on concrete footings, indicating a late-19th or early-20th century date. No 
remains of the floor level of the supposed dairy building were found.  

GUP08 
ELO8709 
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HEA 
No. 

Description Site code/ 
HER No. 

1C Gunnersbury Park Museum, Popes Lane, Acton 
The approximate conjectured location of William Raven’s mansion, as shown on Morley’s 
indenture plan of 1802.  
An archaeological investigation was carried out by WLAFG in 1997. The remains of 17th 
to early-19th century wall foundations were discovered, which were identified as former 
garden features/boundaries associated with the Gunnersbury estate. It is likely however 
that these features were associated with William Raven’s mansion (shown in the same 
approximate location) which was occupied in the 18th century and is shown on Morley’s 
indenture plan of 1802 in this approximate area. Three mature trees along the northern 
edge of the park to the north (HEA 2K) are possibly the only surviving remnants of a 
formal entrance at this location which may have led to Raven’s house. The MOLA site 
visit in July 2013 noted no visible above ground remains at this location. 

GPM97 
MLO71424 

054262 
 

1D Gunnersbury Park 
The park was used as an HAA (heavy anti-aircraft) artillery site in WWII. The earliest date 
upon which the HAA is listed as present in the sources is 31st January 1940 and the 
latest is 9th December 1943. The MOLA site visit in July 2013 noted numerous 
parchmarks in the grass across the northern part of the field, where grass growth had 
been stunted. It is possible that the grass and thin topsoil overlies former hardstanding 
associated with the defences. Notable parchmarks have a separate gazetteer entry. An 
evaluation here in 2013 is described under HEA 52. 

MLO68273 

1E Gunnersbury Park 
The conjectured site of the medieval hamlet of Gunnersbury, as plotted on the GLHER. 
This is likely to represent a conjectured centre-point. As the location of the medieval 
manor house itself is not known this is unlikely to be an accurate location and the GLHER 
provides no reference sources. The MOLA site visit in July 2013 noted no visible above 
ground remains at this location that might suggest the presence of settlement here.  

MLO68897 

1F Gunnersbury Park 
Findspot of a Roman coin dated to the 2nd–3rd century (a dupondius of the Emperor 
Hadrian; Alexandria mint), found by chance and noted on the GLHER.  

MLO2608 

1G Gunnersbury Avenue, Gunnersbury Park 
The Round Pond (also known as the Upper Lake). The pond and the Horseshoe Pond 
(HEA 1I below) are the likeliest survivors of William Kent’s work at Gunnersbury in the 
1740s. The Doric Temple (HEA 1K) is on the north side of the lake. 

MLO32626 

1H Gunnersbury Avenue, Gunnersbury Park 
The site of a former post-medieval chapel. The chapel fronted the terrace at the western 
side of Webb’s house. It was built for Princess Amelia in 1767–68, possibly to designs by 
William Chambers. It was described as ‘as finely decorated as anything I ever saw’ and 
was demolished along with the rest of the house in 1800. 

MLO32605 

1I Gunnersbury Avenue, Gunnersbury Park  
The site of a former post-medieval pond known as the ‘Horseshoe Pond’. This and the 
round pond (HEA 1G) may be features of William Kent’s work at Gunnersbury in the 
1740s. Allowed to drain and was filled in between 1935 and 1965, as shown on OS 
mapping. A section of the bridge between the two ponds is still extant and contains 
mortared brick and occasional Pulhamite pieces in its makeup. Just south-west of the 
bridge, beside a mature tree, is an exposed 1m- long section of the stone kerb that once 
surrounded the pond, as noted on the MOLA site visit in July 2013. The eastern part of 
the pond is now a level area with some mature and semi-mature trees, and the pond 
extent is not apparent. The western pond is defined by a shallow depression and has 
been partially filled with planting and two Pulhamite rockeries.  

MLO38553 

1J Gunnersbury Park 
Kitchen garden wall, including carved door and wrought iron gate. Brick wall and gateway 
with impost bands iron gate and carved door in doorway. Reputedly built by Princess 
Amelia out of the profits from gambling.  
Grade II listed. 

1080336 

1K Gunnersbury Park 
Temple probably built before 1760. Probably on Princess Amelia’s instructions in the five 
years of negotiations preceding the purchase of Gunnersbury House. Mentioned in letter 
of sale to her. Red brick with stone tetrastyle Doric portico on stylobate of five steps. 
Columns have square bases. Entablature with guttae, triglyphs and carved metopes. 
Pediment with cartouche and garlands in tympanum. Wall of portico had dado and 2 
semi-circular arched niches for plaster-cast statues on pedestals. Door surround of 
architrave, frieze between consoles, cornice and pediment. Ceiling has octagonal 
caissons. Welsh slate roof. Cellars. Grade II* listed. 

1080331 
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1L Gunnersbury Park  
North entrance gateway of Gunnersbury Park. Dated to the early-19th century. Four tall 
stucco piers with pilasters entablatures original lamps. Central two-fold cast iron gates of 
imposing, florid Neo-classical design. Grade II listed. 

1080333 

1M Gunnersbury Park 
North Lodge of Gunnersbury Park. Early-19th century. Stucco, one-storey. Welsh slate 
low pitched roof with wide eaves. Tetrastyle Doric portico with mutules to pediment. 
Casement windows with glazing bars. Grade II listed.  

1294205 

1N Gunnersbury Park 
The site of a former Grade II listed stone fountain near the Refreshment Room which is 
no longer extant.  

1189601 
(no longer 

extant) 
1O Gunnersbury Park 

Dairy. 18th century. Probably built by Princess Amelia. One-storey stucco. Front has I of 
five round-headed stuccoed arches with rusticated heads and entablature above. Now 
derelict and used for storage.  
Grade II listed. 

1189569 

1P Gunnersbury Park 
Series of six iron lamp standards, of various designs, at the front of Gunnersbury Park 
Mansion. The lamp standards were all restored in 1981. One was stolen in early 2013. 
Grade II listed. 

1358315 

1Q Gunnersbury Park 
Archway to the south-west of Gunnersbury Park House. 18th century archway. Cement-
rendered brick with stone imposts and open pediment. Coffered reveal containing two 
segmental niches with stone pedestals. Grade II listed. 

1189543 

1R Gunnersbury Park 
Gunnersbury Park House, Large Mansion. Country house, now a museum. Built in 
1801–28 by and for Alexander Copland; remodelled 1836 by Sydney Smirke for Nathan 
Rothschild. Stucco over brick; slate roofs; stuccoed brick stacks. Plan has service area to 
right of main body of house; centred on entrance hall and rear ante-room. Italianate style. 
Three storeys.  
Grade II* listed. 

1358312 

1S Gunnersbury Park 
Archway at east end of terrace, Gunnersbury Park Mansion. Dated to the early19th 
century. Stucco with pediment, round-headed arch, impost bands.  
Grade II listed. 

1358313 

1T Gunnersbury Park 
Gunnersbury House, Small Mansion. The smaller of the two houses built to replace that 
demolished after Princess Amelia’s death in 1786. It was either constructed by Cossler in 
1802–1806, or by Major Morrison post-1806. It is first known from an illustration dated to 
1828. War damage to interior. Two storeys with cornice and pierced roof parapet. Stucco. 
1837–44. Service wing added by Pocock in 1837–44 fronted on the south by an 
Orangery. A fowl-house and aviary was situated close to the house, probably to the south. 
The house was lent to guests of the Rothschilds.  
Grade II listed. 

1080330 

1U Gunnersbury Park 
Archway to Gunnersbury Park (west of east entrance lodge to Gunnersbury Lane). 
Stucco. Early-19th century. Pedimented. Greek fret ornament. Semi-circular arch.  
Grade II listed. 

1080332 

1V Gunnersbury Park 
East Lodge of Gunnersbury Park, with archway and entrance gateway dated to the early-
19th century. In a derelict condition. 
Grade II listed. 

1080334 

1W Gunnersbury Park 
Gothic outbuildings east of Gunnersbury House, including arcade grotto shelter and room 
known as Princess Amelia’s bath house. The shell grotto probably dates to the late-18th 
century, and was built to the west of and incorporating a stretch of the 17th century 
garden wall, with a crudely-built arcade of flint and pottery wasters, probably dated to the 
early-19th century. A room was added alongside the eastern part of the wall in the early-
19th century. An enclosed area to the north functioned as a fernery or garden grotto with 
cement-work ‘rocks’ and ‘stalactites’, through which tiny water pipes ran to maintain 
humidity. Water exited beneath the floor of the southern room.  
Grade II listed. 

1358314 

1X Gunnersbury Park 1189563 
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Gateway near Princess Amelia’s Bathhouse dated to the late-18th century which cuts 
through the 17th century wall.  
Grade II listed. 

1Y Gunnersbury Park 
Boundary wall at Gunnersbury Park. Constructed in 1658–63 by John Webb for Sir John 
Maynard. Wall runs north-south from east gateway, returning west at the south end for 22 
metres. Dark red brick laid in English bond, of a type found in the 17th and early-18th 
century buildings in Brentford and Chiswick, which were almost certainly made locally. 
Grade II listed. 

1322060 

1Z Gunnersbury Park 
Orangery in Gunnersbury Park, built against east side of and incorporating 17th century 
wall. Dated to the early-19th century, possibly constructed by Smirke Junior, c 1836–37. 
Stucco and painted stone, glass roof, windows poorly restored in the 1990s. On the west 
side are the remains of a heated greenhouse. The wall against the back (west) wall of the 
Orangery probably incorporates waste brick from local brickfields.  
Grade II* listed. 

1294227 

2A Gunnersbury Park 
Gothic ruins on borders of former Japanese gardens. Built for owner of Small Mansion to 
conceal Rothschild family’s stables in the mid-19th century. The ruins are first shown on 
Kretschmar’s map of 1847. 
Grade II listed. 

1080335 

2B Gunnersbury Park 
West stables in Gunnersbury Park. Stables. Dated to the mid-19th century and possibly 
incorporating an earlier structure. Remains of Gothic sham to rear built in 1837–40 by 
William Fuller Pocock for Thomas Farmer of Gunnersbury House.  
Grade II listed. 

1096950 

2C Gunnersbury Park 
East stables in Gunnersbury Park. Dated to the 19th century, remodelled in 1836 by 
Sydney Smirke for Nathan Rothschild. Substantial florid cartouche above central arch.  
Grade II* listed. 

1358316 

2D Gunnersbury Park 
Gothic boathouse and pavilion on south bank of Potomac Lake. Site of a former pottery 
from at least 18th century. Built by the Rothschild family, probably by adapting the kiln. 
Symmetrical design of square plan basement and ground floor. Octagonal 1st and 2nd 
floors. The firm of James Pulham, who made artificial rocks, was responsible for rocks in 
the Potomac and for the cladding of the Potomac boathouse.  
Grade II listed. 

1189588 

2E Gunnersbury Park 
The possible site of a former temple, chapel or pavilion, shown lying in the north-western 
part of Princess Amelia’s Gunnersbury estate lands on the 1777 parish map. There are no 
above-ground remains of this building – it is uncertain whether it was located 
‘decoratively’ on the map or whether they were substantial structures. It is not shown on 
later 19th century maps.  

--- 

2F Gunnersbury Park 
Old Brentford’s Common Field, which lay immediately to the west of Princess Amelia’s 
Gunnersbury estate lands, and is marked on the 1777 parish map, was acquired by the 
Rothschilds and is now laid out as sports fields. The MOLA site visit in July 2013 noted a 
slightly uneven grassed field but not clear evidence of earthworks, for example medieval 
ridge and furrow corrugated earthworks that would have formed by medieval ploughing. 

--- 

2G Gunnersbury Park 
The possible site of a former temple, chapel or pavilion, shown lying in the south-western 
part of Princess Amelia’s Gunnersbury estate lands on the 1777 parish map. There are no 
above-ground remains of this building – it is uncertain whether they were located 
‘decoratively’ on the map or whether they were substantial structures. It is not shown on 
later 19th century maps. The MOLA July 2013 site visit noted only scattered trees at this 
location and no above ground evidence of a structure here. 

--- 

2H Gunnersbury Park 
Farm buildings (used as sports changing rooms until damaged by fire), in cottage orné 
style, shown on the Ordnance Survey 1st edition 25”: mile map of 1866. In the 
approximate location of an earlier farmyard shown on the Tithe map of 1839 and 
Kretchmar’s 1847 map. The farm is recorded as having been used as a ‘traditional’ or 
‘model’ farm under the ownership of the Rothschilds.  

--- 

2I Gunnersbury Park --- 
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The location of a former pond (no longer existing) shown on the Ordnance Survey 1st 
edition 25”: mile map of 1866. This area is heavily overgrown at the time of the MOLA site 
visit in July 2013 and it was not possible to confirm whether there are any visible remains 
of the pond. 

2J Gunnersbury Park 
The approximate centre location of the former ‘Cole’s Hole and Old Pottery’ (now the 
Potomac Lake and boathouse) shown on the Ordnance Survey 1st edition 25”: mile map 
of 1866. It is almost certain that Palaeolithic animal remains were discovered during clay 
extraction at Cole’s Hole in the early19th century, including ‘…the teeth and bones of both 
the African and Asiatic elephant, teeth of a hippopotamus, bones, horns, and the teeth of 
an ox’ prior to the filling in of the hole in the 1860s no evidence that the hole was filled in. 
Though it is not clear from the antiquarian report of 1813 exactly which field or clay pit is 
being referred to, the Ealing Parish Land Tax in 1804, for example, shows Trimmer (who 
recorded the Palaeolithic finds) occupied Coles Hole Field (5½ acres) with a small 
tenement, mill house, a new building and a long hackhouse. Coles Hole is mentioned in a 
will of 1719 and the depth of the clay pit indicates that they excavated high quality clay 
here for at least 150 years. In contrast shallow brickearth deposits seem to have been 
filled and returned to horticulture after extraction (Philosophical Transactions Royal 
Society of London 1813 103, 131–137). Excess material/spoil from the quarry or later 
landscaping of the lake is present at the edges of the park nearby to the west and south. 
This mounding is covered with vegetation including a number of mature trees. 

--- 

2K Gunnersbury Park  
Three mature trees noted on the MOLA site visit in July 2013. Two are located along the 
current park boundary and one is set back. Their positioning suggests deliberate planting; 
it is possible that these represent the only surviving remnants of a former park entrance, 
possibly the main entrance leading to the 18th/19th century house of William Raven (HEA 
1C), shown on Morley’s indenture plan of 1802. 

--- 

2L Gunnersbury Park 
The location of a former pottery at the eastern edge of the present Fish Pond (Potomac) 
shown on the Ordnance Survey 1st edition 25”: mile map of 1866. A deed records the 
purchase of the pottery by the Rothschilds in 1861.The area is heavily overgrown and 
was not accessed during the MOLA site walkover in July 2013. 

--- 

2M Gunnersbury Park 
The location of former perimeter-belt planting to the west of the extended, 19th century 
park. Shown on the Ordnance Survey 1st and 2nd edition 25: mile maps of 1866 and 
1896. 

--- 

2N Gunnersbury Park 
The former stud stables attached to the farm building (see HEA 2H). Shown on the 
Ordnance Survey 2nd edition 25”: mile map of 1896. The front of the building has a timber 
ornamental face; the original brick stable block is visible behind this in the service yard. 

--- 

2O Gunnersbury Park 
The location of the former polo field – part of the Rothschilds’ estate – shown on the 
Ordnance Survey 25”: mile maps of 1915 (3rd edition) and 1920. The MOLA site visit in 
July 2013 noted no clear evidence of levelling and this part of the field is still on a very 
gradual slope to the south. The western part did seem to be less bumpy than elsewhere. 

--- 

2P Gunnersbury Park 
The location of a former long pavilion. (The 1950s refreshment pavilion occupies part of 
the former footprint.) Shown on the Ordnance Survey 25: mile map of 1920.  

--- 

2Q Gunnersbury Park 
‘Love Lane’; a north-south path which has divided the eastern and western sides of the 
site since at least the mid-18th century. The earliest map consulted illustrating Love’s 
Lane is Rocque’s map of 1741–45. 

--- 

2R Gunnersbury Park 
The kitchen gardens. The gardens have been a distinct landscape feature of the 
Gunnersbury estate throughout the 19th and 20th centuries and are marked on historic 
maps dating from 1847 onwards (Kretschmar’s map). This area was not accessed for the 
MOLA site visit and is under private ownership and used for greenhouses and a college. 

--- 

2S Gunnersbury Park 
The location of WWII barracks associated with the HAA artillery site. No visible above 
ground remains such as earthworks or parchmarks were noted on the MOLA site visit in 
July 2013. 

--- 

2T Gunnersbury Park --- 
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Rectangular buildings shown on an illustration of the deed of sale of Cole’s Hole Pottery 
to the Rothschilds in 1861, used for pottery manufacturing. The area is heavily overgrown 
and was not accessed during the MOLA site walkover in July 2013. 

2U Gunnersbury Park 
Rectangular buildings shown on an illustration of the deed of sale of Cole’s Hole Pottery 
to the Rothschilds in 1861. Presumably these were used for pottery manufacturing, to the 
east and south of the lake. No visible above ground remains were noted on the MOLA site 
visit in July 2013. 

--- 

2V Gunnersbury Park 
Brick wall noted on MOLA site visit in July 2013. The date of the wall is uncertain but is 
possibly of 19th century origin. The wall follows the line of the mid-18th century 
Gunnersbury Park boundary as shown on the 1777 map. The wall is in ruinous condition 
and appears to have had buildings backing onto it on its southern side – probably the 
buildings shown on the 1847 map.  

--- 

2W Gunnersbury Park 
The location of the 17th century Gunnersbury manor house, shown on Rocque’s map of 
1746 and the 1777 parish map. The exact location of the former manor house is not 
known, however, the historic maps indicate that the present Large and Small Mansions 
are both partially situated above the foundations of the earlier house, which may have 
been positioned between the two buildings. The MOLA site visit in July 2013 noted a 
slight (0.3m) rising in ground level in the area of the car park / hardstanding to the north of 
the western end of the Small mansion – possibly indicating ground disturbance 
associated with the house. 

--- 

2X Queen Amelia’s Bathhouse, Gunnersbury Park 
In 2001 an archaeological and historic building investigation was carried out on the site of 
Princess Amelia’s Bathhouse by CgMs Consulting. The investigation uncovered three 
main elements of the structure, representing phased development (see HEA 1W). 

No site 
code 

2Y Gunnersbury Park 
A geophysical resistivity and ground penetrating radar surveys were carried out in the 
north lawn (to the north of the Large and Small Mansions and the East Walled Garden by 
Birkbeck College archaeology department students in 2012. The results of this 
investigation have not been made available to MOLA or LB Ealing. 

No site 
code 

2Z Gunnersbury Park 
The location of a complex of outbuildings shown on sales particulars dated to 1835. The 
area has been landscaped and planted for the café and play area, with no visible 
evidence of the former buildings noted on the MOLA site visit in July 2013, other than a 
small circular planted rockery at the location of a circular feature shown on the map of 
1847. It is possibly reuse/modification of the feature (infilled well or ornamental feature?). 

--- 

3A Gunnersbury Park 
Memorial in the form of an iron stake bearing a small plaque: “In memory of Ms ‘Laurie’ 
Lawrence 1990”. Noted on the MOLA site visit in July 2013.  

Q 

3B Gunnersbury Park 
Low 0.5m-high mound noted on the MOLA site visit in July 2013. Possibly landscaped 
and planted rubble remains from one or more buildings first show at this location on the 
Ordnance Survey 1st edition map of 1868–74.  

--- 

3C Gunnersbury Park 
Raised east-west walkway over two brick arches (two visible on north face, one infilled in 
south face and rest obscured) noted on the MOLA site visit in July 2013. The walkway 
was created as an approach to the formal late-19th century entrance to the grotto shelter 
and former bathhouse (HEA 1W). No remains of an entrance are obvious in the build of 
the park boundary wall on its east (external) face, although it is possible that this section 
of wall and the wall north of it up to the main road junction is a later rebuild. There are 
fragments of masonry and brick from former structures dumped at the base of the park 
wall. 

--- 

3D Gunnersbury Park 
A short section of brick wall extending southwards from the rear of the Orangery. This is 
likely to be the remnants of the original mid-18th century estate boundary wall, shown on 
the map of 1777. Note on the MOLA site visit in July 2013. On the south side of a wall is 
an iron tank and pipe. 

--- 

3E Gunnersbury Park 
Terrace scarp slope noted on the MOLA site visit in July 2013. The 0.5–1.0m high slope 
demarcating the edge of the formal Southern Lawns lies just south of the existing path 
and extends from the south-west of the Orangery to just west of the path than runs south 

--- 
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the former bridge between the Horseshoe Ponds.  
3F Gunnersbury Park 

Small roughly oval 1m-high mound with young/semi-mature trees on top, noted on the 
MOLA site visit in July 2013. The mound is possibly the only clear remnants of the 
curvilinear boundary of the formal landscaped gardens extending to the south of the 
Orangery, shown on historic maps from 1847 onwards. Alternatively it might be more 
recent landscaping.  

--- 

3G Gunnersbury Park 
Small copse of young/semi-mature trees, shown on historic maps from 1847 onwards and 
noted on the MOLA site visit in July 2013.  

--- 

3H Gunnersbury Park 
North-south raised linear grassed ridge 1.0–1.5m high noted on the MOLA site visit in July 
2013. Concrete pipe visible along the top beneath the grass in places. The feature follows 
a field boundary first shown on the Ordnance Survey 2nd edition map of 1896. The 
boundary extends up to a round pond to the north, shown on maps from 1847 onwards 
(HEA 2I); the pipe is probably associated with the pond water management. 

--- 

3I Gunnersbury Park 
Low earthwork ridges in the field to the south of the former tennis courts, noted on the 
MOLA site visit in July 2013. The ridges are aligned east-west and very shallow (<0.1m) 
are possibly the remnants of ridge and furrow (the corrugated remains of medieval 
ploughing), or alternatively are remains of later ploughing. Although the field was in the 
south-western part of the Gunnersbury estate (rather than the Common Fields), Rocque’s 
map of 1741–45 shows the field under arable cultivation.  

--- 

3J Gunnersbury Park 
The southern boundary of the park is defined by a brick wall of mid-19th century or earlier 
date. To the north of it is a band of mature trees, on either side of the footpath. Noted on 
MOLA site visit in July 2013. 

--- 

3K Gunnersbury Park 
The northern two-thirds of the eastern boundary of the park are defined by a brick wall of 
mid-19th century or earlier date. Noted on MOLA site visit in July 2013. The northern third 
is possibly a later rebuild over a surviving earlier course. The wall has been broken open 
for several later entrances; see HEA 3C; and beside the substation south of the former 
Stable block. 

--- 

3L Gunnersbury Park 
The central section of the northern boundary of the park is defined by a brick wall of mid-
19th century or earlier date. The eastern section has been replaced by iron railings, 
possibly set into the base of the original wall. Noted on MOLA site visit in July 2013. 

--- 

3M Gunnersbury Park 
Low 0.3m-high east-west linear ridge with a mature tree. Noted on MOLA site visit in July 
2013. The feature is probably the remnants of a landscaped bank shown on the map of 
1847. 

--- 

3N Gunnersbury Park 
Polo mounting stand. Low 0.3m high by 2m long brick wall fenced off and apparently in 
the process of being repaired noted on MOLA site visit in July 2013. A linear capping 
stone nearby. The mounting stand is associated with the former polo field to the south-
west (HEA 2F). 

--- 

3O Gunnersbury Park 
Seven dark rectangular parchmarks noted on MOLA site visit in July 2013. The marks are 
approximately 5m north-south by 1.5m east-west. Six are in an east-west row. Two have 
shaved off drainage pipes beside the external corner. These are likely to be associated 
with the use of the site during the Second World War and are possibly communal blocks.  

--- 

3P Gunnersbury Park 
Dark rectangular parchmark noted on MOLA site visit in July 2013. The mark is larger 
than the others noted to the south (HEA 3O) and is approximately 10m east-west by 4m 
east-west. The features are possibly associated with the use of the site during the Second 
World War. 

--- 

3Q Gunnersbury Park 
Two rectilinear parchmarks in the form of light grass delineating walls on three sides, of 
two large buildings 15m east-west by 10m north-south. Noted on MOLA site visit in July 
2013. The buildings possibly related to the use of the site during the Second World War 

--- 

3R Gunnersbury Park 
Late-19th century drinking fountain base noted on MOLA site visit in 2013. 

--- 

3S Gunnersbury Park --- 
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Brick wall along southern edge of levelled tarmac car park area associated with a small 
square building shown on the Ordnance Survey 6” map of 1920. Noted on MOLA site visit 
in July 2013. 

3T Gunnersbury Park 
Japanese Garden. Planted in October 1900 by Hudson, the gardener responsible for the 
majority of the garden features. This resembled a wild garden more than a Japanese 
garden, and was laid out between the gothic ruin and the old south wall of Princess 
Amelia’s park. It included a number of water features; a series of dried-out sculpted ponds 
of concrete or puddled clay are still extant and are all that survive above ground. 

--- 

3U Gunnersbury Park 
A site visit carried out by heritage specialists from Purcell UK in July 2013 noted an area 
of very shallow ground ridges along the eastern boundary of the playing fields and the 
ornamental parkland, thought to be post-medieval narrow ‘rig’ ridges rather than medieval 
ridge and furrow. 

--- 

3V Gunnersbury Park 
A rise in ground level noted by MOLA during a site visit in July 2013 in the small car park / 
area of hardstanding to the north of the western end of the Small Mansion which might be 
evidence of ground disturbance and levelling associated with the building. 

--- 

3W Gunnersbury Park 
Short section of brick wall / arch observed during MOLA site visits in June and July 2013. 
Based on the appearance of the brickwork, the wall is perhaps an ornamental feature 
contemporary with Princess Amelia’s bathhouse, i.e. dated to the late-18th century. It lies 
parallel and to the west of the 17th century eastern boundary wall. 

--- 

3X Gunnersbury Park 
A raised area of ground to the east of the Small Mansion. It is not known whether this is 
modern or a deliberate former landscape feature associated with the Small Mansion.  

--- 

4 Carbery Avenue, Ealing 
An archaeological evaluation was carried out by ASL in 2003. Natural gravels were 
overlaid by alluvial clay and topsoil, though significant levels of made ground were 
revealed, particularly in the eastern half of the site where the slope of the natural 
topography had been levelled.  

CYV03 

5 Great West Quarter, Great West Road, Hounslow 
An archaeological evaluation was carried out by OA in 2006. Natural clay was located, 
overlaid by successive soil layers of probable agricultural origin dated to the 18th century. 
A single 20th century feature containing iron sheeting was recorded, as well as several 
modern brick walls and associated tarmac. Modern services were also identified at 
various locations across the site. 

EGH06 

6 The Pinnacle, Chiswick Roundabout 
An archaeological watching brief was carried out by MoLAS in 1998. Natural brickearth 
was overlaid by disturbed brickearth and then agricultural soil, and was cut by six parallel 
bedding trenches. Two of the bedding trenches produced sherds of 18th century pottery; 
one was cut by a 19th century pit and another by a brick-lined soakaway. 

PCW98 
ELO4256 

MLO73418 
MLO73419 
MLO73420 

7 1–12 Green Dragon Lane, Brentford 
An archaeological evaluation was carried out by MoLAS in 1992. Worked and burnt flint of 
possible Mesolithic/Neolithic date was found. Foundations of early-19th century cottages 
were located. 

GDL92 

8 Former gasworks, High Street, Brentford 
An archaeological evaluation was carried out by PCA in 2000. There are no further details 
of this investigation listed on the LAARC. 

HSO00 

9 1 High Street, Brentford 
An archaeological evaluation was carried out by MoLAS in 1997. Cutting natural gravels 
and, on the north side of the site, brickearth, were three small post-medieval pits, an 18th 
century ditch aligned at right-angles to the High Street, and several brick structures. Of 
particular interest were the remains of a large building on the eastern side of the site, 
identified on 19th century maps (dating back to 1839) as a malthouse. Walls abutting the 
malthouse were dated to the 19th century, as was a brick-lined soakaway. 

BFH97 
ELO2784 

MLO71292 
MLO71293 
MLO71294 
MLO71295 

10 Kew Bridge Road, Kew Road, Brentford 
An archaeological evaluation was carried out by PCA in 2003. In the south of the site the 
natural brickearth was cut by medieval ditches; these probably related to 12th and 13th 
century field systems. Two pieces of worked flint, probably of Bronze Age date, were 
recovered from them. The brickearth was overlaid by post-medieval garden and 
agricultural soils which were being reworked into the 18th and 19th centuries. Above 
these, extensive levelling and dumping had taken place across the site, particularly to the 

KWB03 



Archaeological Impact Assessment © MOLA 2015           23 
P:\HOUN\1120\na\Assessments\2015 HEA Addendum\Gunnersbury Park HEA Addendum_issue 2_27-10-2015.docx 

HEA 
No. 

Description Site code/ 
HER No. 

south. A number of brick structures were recorded, the earliest of the structures being a 
malthouse which appears on 18th and 19th century maps. The malthouse was extended 
during the 19th century and other later structures or extensions were constructed across 
the majority of the site. 

11 Kew Bridge House, Kew Bridge Road, Brentford 
An archaeological evaluation was carried out by MoLAS in 1992. Erosion and deposition 
of river-laid gravels and sands was succeeded by alluvium dating to the 15th century or 
later. Above this a metalled surface may have been related to the construction, probably 
in the 17th century, of a clay and timber pile embankment against the Thames. Erosion of 
the embankment was followed by dumping, either as repairs or reclamation, and then 
pitting. Chalk foundations/footings of a building were recorded succeeded by further 
reclamation dumps, possibly for brick buildings of 18th and 19th century date. Above were 
more dumps and pits. The remains of two post-medieval buildings in the same location 
were found through excavation in 1992. Two brickwork walls, one aligned east-west and 
the other north-south, may form all that remains of a single building. This structure is cut 
by a later wall which relates to a later building on the site. The later building has a 
brickwork floor on its eastern side, which is probably a cellar. There is an outside surface 
area to the south. The building was probably residential accommodation and appears to 
have fronted onto Kew Bridge Road. It may be the remains of the 19th and early-20th 
century house of Thomas Layton, number 22 Kew Bridge Road. 

KBH92 
MLO63054 

052501 
052502 
052503 
052504 
052505 
052506 
052507 

12 Kew Bridge House, Kew Bridge Road, Brentford 
An archaeological excavation was carried out by WA in 2007. Prehistoric activity was 
identified on the site, evidenced by the recovery of Early Neolithic pottery from a shallow 
scoop (pit) and of Bronze Age material in later features. This may mean that the north 
bank of the Thames was the focus of sporadic activity in prehistory, but that intermittent 
flooding episodes meant that it was unsuitable for settlement. A series of late medieval or 
early post-medieval ditches were revealed, suggesting the enclosure of parcels of land, 
probably for agriculture. One of these ditches, aligned roughly W–E, seems to have acted 
as a protection against flooding from the River Thames. Initial post-medieval activity on 
the site comprised the artificial raising of the ground level through dumping, and the 
construction of a brick building close to the eastern edge of the site. Subsequent 
developments included the construction of a new western wing for this building, and the 
construction of a public house on the southern half of the site late in the 18th century. 

KBG07 
MLO99441 

13 Gunnersbury Park, Pope’s Lane 
The findspot of Palaeolithic flint handaxes and flakes. 

MLO2147 

14 Old Brentford, east of Gunnersbury Park 
The findspot of a Belgic un-inscribed tin coin dated to the Iron Age period.  

MLO2191 

15 Berryway, north-west of Gunnersbury Park 
The findspot of a later medieval bulla of Baldwin IV of Jerusalem (1143-1163) was found 
in the topsoil of a rear garden. 

MLO68416 

16 Lillian Avenue, north-east of Gunnersbury Park 
Site of the Gunnersbury Farm/Gunnersbury Lodge, shown on 19th century maps. The 
GLHER misplaces the site of Ealingbury Manor at this location; it was located further west 
on Pope’s Lane (see HEA 44). 

--- 

17 Gunnersbury Cemetery, Gunnersbury Avenue 
The site of a cemetery dated to the mid-20th century. It was opened as the New 
Kensington Cemetery in 1929. 

054112 
MLO69004 

18 Carville Crescent, west of Gunnersbury Park 
Site of landfill taken from British Geological Survey data supplied to the Environment 
Agency. It is not known whether this site was made or worked land; the date of infill is 
post-medieval (see HEA 21 and 22 below). 

MLO72670 

19 Ealing and Old Brentford Cemetery/South Ealing Cemetery 
Dated to the late-19th century (the cemetery was laid out in 1861) 

054109 

20 South Ealing Cemetery 
The findspot of a notched Neolithic scraper & battered flint flake. Discovered by A. Lewis 
in South Ealing Cemetery. 

MLO13617 

21 Clayponds Gardens 
The location of a former post-medieval landfill site; landfill probably occurred following 
brickearth extraction (see HEA 18 above). 

MLO72694 

22 Green Dragon Lane, Brentford 
The location of a former post-medieval landfill site; landfill probably occurred following 
brickearth extraction (see HEA 18 above). 

MLO72698 

23 1–12 Green Dragon Lane and Kew Bridge Pumping Station, Green Dragon Lane, ELO3349 
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HEA 
No. 

Description Site code/ 
HER No. 

Brentford 
An archaeological evaluation was carried out (company/date not known) which revealed 
early Mesolithic–late Neolithic burnt flint implements and the location of a post-medieval 
building, pumping station and water tower.  

MLO63047 
MLO63049 
MLO64092 
MLO64096 

24 Chiswick High Road 
The location of a post-medieval landfill site (see HEA 18 above). 

MLO72697 

25 Stile Hall Parade 
The findspot of a pointed handaxe dated to the Lower Palaeolithic period. (Discovered in 
1972.) 

MLO2140 

26 Sydney House, Stile Hall Gardens 
A post-medieval house. Sydney House, later called Stile Hall, may have lain on the site of 
an earlier house. Replaced in the late-18th century and altered in the late-19th century, 
before its demolition in 1891. 

MLO68854 

27 Kew Bridge, Hounslow 
The findspot of a horse harness fitting (chape) dated to the late Bronze Age. 

MLO22934 

28 River Thames, near Kew Bridge 
The findspot of a pointed stone Neolithic axe. 

MLO68785 

29 Ferry Lane, Brentford 
Stoneware kiln furniture and waste found during Department of Greater London 
Archaeology/WLAFG site watch in 1980. These records may relate to the site entered in 
the London Arch round-up for 1980 which found 18th century kiln furniture including 
spacer pads and saggars with biscuit fired pottery, thought to have been dumped to 
consolidate the Brentford foreshore.  

MLO22064 

30 Great West Road, Beecham Road, Brentford, Hounslow 
An assemblage of Palaeolithic mammalian fossils was uncovered during the construction 
of the Simmonds Aerocessories A.R.P. Shelter in the basement of the main Simmonds 
Aerocessories building in the 1930s. 

MLO102951 

31 Old Gas Works, High Street, Brentford, Hounslow 
The location of a former post-medieval landfill site (see HEA 18 above). 

MLO72715 

32 4–6 Brentford High Street, Hounslow 
Location of a former post-medieval almshouse. 

MLO74401 

33 Green Dragon Lane, Hounslow 
Post-medieval railway. A narrow gauge railway has been introduced to the site since it 
became a museum in 1975. 

MLO64098 

34 Green Dragon Lane, Hounslow 
A waterwheel in working order has been introduced to the site since it became a museum 
in 1975. Beam engines were introduced to the site in 1855 when water began to be 
pumped from Hampton. There are four large Cornish beam engines, one Bull engine and 
one 1930s diesel engine original to the site.  

MLO64094 
MLO64095 

35 Kew Bridge Road, Hounslow 
The Grand Junction Waterworks Company was formed in 1811 and built a pumping 
station at Chelsea. In 1828 it was discovered that this had been pumping raw diluted 
sewage to over 7000 families in West London for drinking purposes. As a result of the 
ensuing scandal, the company were obliged to build a new pumping station up-river at 
Kew Bridge in 1835–36. The two 1820-built Boulton and Watt engines from Chelsea were 
transferred to the main engine house; one still remains at Kew. The pumping station was 
extended at several times. The other engine house dates from two periods, half (with a 
90in Cornish beam engine) from 1845–46 and half (with a 100in Cornish engine) from 
1869–70. The chimney has been demolished although the standpipe tower, dating from 
1867, is still standing and is a prominent landmark. The major losses have been the coal 
weighing machinery and the original boilers. Despite this, it is one of the largest 
collections of 19th century industrial buildings to remain in situ. It today houses a 
collection of five pumping engines and is run as a museum. 

MLO25523 

36 Kew Bridge Road, Hounslow 
Palaeolithic mammalian remains were found during railway excavations approximately 
90m from Kew Bridge. These finds are now housed in the Natural History Museum. 

MLO103112 

37 Kew Bridge Road, Brentford, Hounslow 
An archaeological evaluation was undertaken at Kew Bridge Road by PCA in 2003. The 
evaluation comprised five trenches. Natural sands and gravels were overlain by 
brickearth, into which medieval field boundaries had been cut. Early post medieval garden 
and agricultural soils overlay the boundaries. A number of brick structures were recorded, 
the earliest being a malt house which appears on 18th century maps. The malt house was 
extended in the 19th century and other new buildings were constructed over the majority 

ELO781 
MLO76250 
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HEA 
No. 
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HER No. 

of the site. 
38 Kew Bridge Road, Brentford, Hounslow 

An archaeological evaluation was carried out by (company/date not known) which 
identified post-medieval features, including an 18th–19th century malt house. 

1469049 

39 Site of Claypond’s Hospital, Hounslow 
Infectious diseases hospital built in 1904 to designs by Sydney Eydmann, demolished 
pre-2008. 

1076378 

40 ‘Dead Man’s Graves’, Brentford 
Said to be the burial site of plague victims from the reign of Charles II. May be associated 
with palaeolithic finds - Trimmer's 1813 article mentions two find spots. The Ealing Parish 
Land Tax returns for the early 1800s show that in addition to Coles Hole he also occupied 
this field which has a series of ponds – former clay pits – shown on the 1777 and 1866 
maps. 

397825 

41 Kew Bridge, Hounslow 
The location of two WWII hexagonal pillboxes. 

1421491 

42 Church of St. James, Brentford 
The site of a church built in 1897. 

528399 

43 North Circular Road, Brentford 
The location of a WWII pillbox. 

1427816 

44 The Manor House/Manor Farm 
Site of the former medieval Ealingbury Manor house and moat, dated to the 15th century. 
Known as Ealingbury Manor House in 1422, Ealingbury House 1813 and later as 
Gunnersbury Manor House in 1835. Modernised in 1935 and later demolished. ‘The 
Manor House’ or ‘Manor Farm’ is shown 19th century maps. Buildings are also shown 
here on Rocque’s mid-18th century map. The GLHER misplaces the site of the manor on 
Lillian Grove to the east. 

397824 
MLO23092 

45 Gunnersbury Lane 
A Roman coin of Constantine the Great was discovered here. 

397819 

46 Gunnersbury Lane 
The findspot of Iron Age tin coins. 

397834 

47 Gunnersbury Lane 
The findspot of a Lower Palaeolithic hand-axe. 

1130412 

48 Lionel Primary School, Brentford 
The approximate location of clay ponds adjacent to ‘Old Brentford Common Field’, as 
shown on the 1777 parish map. 

--- 

49 Junction of Gunnersbury Lane and Pope’s Lane 
Buildings (possibly stables or outbuildings) with an associated pond which formed the 
very north-eastern corner of the Gunnersbury Estate (as marked on 18th and 19th century 
maps, including the 1777 parish map and Kretschmar’s 1847 map) which were 
demolished for the construction/widening of Gunnersbury Lane.  

--- 

50 Gunnersbury Lane 
The section of Gunnersbury Lane to the north of the park is shown as a prominent 
through-route to Ealing on historic maps. John Rocque’s map of 1745 appears to show 
that the north-south lane was diverted to enlarge the parkland belonging to the 17th 
century Gunnersbury mansion.  

--- 

51 41–53 Ealing Road, Brentford 
An archaeological watching brief was carried out by MoLAS in 1999. Subsoil above the 
natural brickearth was cut by a probable culvert, dating to the 18th century. 

EGR99 

52 Gunnersbury Park 
An evaluation in September 2013 consisted of the excavation of 16 trial pits and 
geotechnical work by MOLA with geophysical survey work by Stratascan in Gunnersbury 
Park.  
 
The trial pits were located in areas assigned Zones 1, 2 and 5 in MOLA’s Gunnersbury 
Park HEA report. The heights of the undisturbed natural ground surface were recorded in 
13 of the 16 trial pits. Masonry remains that possibly relate to the original 15th/16th 
century Gunnersbury manor house were recorded on the lawned area north of the 
existing Large Mansion (TP10, TP 11 and TP13); as were 18th/19thcentury buildings and 
drains associated with the Palladian mansion house. Remains of garden walls from the 
18th century, and deposits associated with the 18th-century Horseshoe Pond, were 
recorded on the lawned area south of the Large Mansion in TP3, TP4, TP5, and TP6. A 
concrete structure recorded in TP2 in the north playing fields, within the current site, was 
probably associated with the WW2 artillery battery built in 1939 (HEA 1D, Fig 8). 

GNN13 
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The geotechnical survey suggested several phases for the construction and repair of the 
Horseshoe Pond and found its original clay lining. 
 
The geophysical survey covered 3 areas identified by colour. 
The blue survey area (1.6ha) was located in the north east of the park, to the south of the 
two mansion buildings. The aim to identify any anomalies associated with the former 
ornamental gardens and specifically a gatehouse and former canal channel. Within this 
south lawns survey area there were no specific anomalies indicative of the former canal 
channel. Anomalies indicating a ditch or pit were identified in the southeast; another in the 
north-east may indicate an in-filled pit. Two further anomalies in the area suggested 
former garden features. Results also indicated heavily disturbed ground, made ground or 
imported material in the centre of the site, likely to be associated with infilling of the 
Horseshoe Pond. Gradiometer data also appeared to indicate a curvilinear feature in the 
vicinity of the eastern and southern edge of the Horseshoe Pond. 
 
The purple survey area (1.9ha) was located in the north east of the park, directly north of 
the blue area. This aim of the survey was to identify any anomalies associated with the 
former formal grounds and historic core of the site and an early roadway was believed to 
continue through this area (the continuation of Gunnersbury Drive to the north). A series 
of roughly parallel linear responses were identified in both the gradiometer and GPR data 
and may indicate the route of the former road. Several discrete positive responses were 
observed during the gradiometry survey, possibly indicative of cut features such as in-
filled pits. 
 
The green survey area (6450m2) was located in the south of the park in Zone 2. The aim 
of the survey in this section was to identify any anomalies possibly associated with a 18th 
Century tower recorded to be present on the site. A series of linear anomalies indicated 
former cut features such as ditches, possibly of archaeological origin. The ground 
penetrating radar data identified a large, though shallow rectilinear anomaly in the north of 
the area, suggestive of structural remains or potentially formal gardens / landscaping 
features. This may be associated with a tower believed to have formerly stood in this 
area. TP9 and TP16 were targeted but failed to locate any remains and so there is still a 
degree of uncertainty over the results of the geophysical investigation in this area. 

53 Middle Bridge, Gunnersbury Park 
A MOLA evaluation carried out in November 2014 excavated a trench on the west side of 
a bridge in the east of Gunnersbury Park (Zone 2). The bridge structure was partially 
obscured by a 20th century concrete base batter with only the upper 1.2m exposed and 
not the foundations. Most of the brick work was also obscured by a cement render. The 
brick work visible around the three arches could have been of 18th-century date but the 
brick’s condition suggested they were re-used. It is possible the ‘bridge’ may be a 19th 
century causeway structure between the eastern and western portions of the 18th-century 
horse-shoe pond. A yellow clay deposit is interpreted as original pond lining material. 

GUN14 

54 Gunnersbury Park 
Since June 2015 the park has been undergoing extensive works to build a new café and 
restore / reinstate historic features in the eastern side of the park (Zone 1) and at a small 
area below the lake in the south-west of the park (Zone 3). These works are being 
archaeologically monitored by watching brief and are expected to continue until mid-2107. 
No results are therefore available at present. 

- 

55 Kew Bridge West, High Street, Brentford TW8 
PCA carried out archaeological work at this location in March 2015, details are not yet 
available. 

KBE15 

56 Brentford Community Stadium, Lionel Road South, Brentford, TW8 
A geoarchaeological assessment and an evaluation was undertaken by WA in 2013. It 
focused on five geotechnical boreholes and four trenches revealing subsoil overlying 
mixed sands and clays. 

LNL13 
ELO13593 

57 Power Road Bridge, Power Road 
PCA carried out archaeological work at this location in March 2013. The excavation of two 
boreholes was archaeologically monitored, revealing natural brickearth below modern 
made ground. 

PRB13 
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8 Planning framework 

8.1 National Planning Policy Framework 

8.1.1 The Government issued the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) in March 2012 
(DCLG 2012) and supporting Planning Practice Guidance in 2014 (DCLG 2014). One of the 12 
core principles that underpin both plan-making and decision-taking within the framework is to 
‘conserve heritage assets in a manner appropriate to their significance, so that they can be 
enjoyed for their contribution to the quality of life of this and future generations’ (DCLG 2012 
para 17). It recognises that heritage assets are an irreplaceable resource (para 126), and 
requires the significance of heritage assets to be considered in the planning process, whether 
designated or not. The contribution of setting to asset significance needs to be taken into 
account (para 128). The NPPF encourages early engagement (i.e. pre-application) as this has 
significant potential to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of a planning application and 
can lead to better outcomes for the local community (para 188). 

8.1.2 NPPF Section 12: Conserving and enhancing the historic environment, is produced in full 
below:  

Para 126. Local planning authorities should set out in their Local Plan a positive strategy for 
the conservation and enjoyment of the historic environment, including heritage assets most at 
risk through neglect, decay or other threats. In doing so, they should recognise that heritage 
assets are an irreplaceable resource and conserve them in a manner appropriate to their 
significance. In developing this strategy, local planning authorities should take into account: 

• the desirability of sustaining and enhancing the significance of heritage assets and 
putting them to viable uses consistent with their conservation; 

• the wider social, cultural, economic and environmental benefits that conservation of 
the historic environment can bring; 

• the desirability of new development making a positive contribution to local character 
and distinctiveness; and 

• opportunities to draw on the contribution made by the historic environment to the 
character of a place. 

Para 127. When considering the designation of conservation areas, local planning authorities 
should ensure that an area justifies such status because of its special architectural or historic 
interest, and that the concept of conservation is not devalued through the designation of areas 
that lack special interest.  
Para 128. In determining applications, local planning authorities should require an applicant to 
describe the significance of any heritage assets affected, including any contribution made by 
their setting. The level of detail should be proportionate to the assets’ importance and no more 
than is sufficient to understand the potential impact of the proposal on their significance. As a 
minimum the relevant historic environment record should have been consulted and the 
heritage assets assessed using appropriate expertise where necessary. Where a site on which 
development is proposed includes or has the potential to include heritage assets with 
archaeological interest, local planning authorities should require developers to submit an 
appropriate desk-based assessment and, where necessary, a field evaluation.  
Para 129. Local planning authorities should identify and assess the particular significance of 
any heritage asset that may be affected by a proposal (including by development affecting the 
setting of a heritage asset) taking account of the available evidence and any necessary 
expertise. They should take this assessment into account when considering the impact of a 
proposal on a heritage asset, to avoid or minimise conflict between the heritage asset’s 
conservation and any aspect of the proposal.  
Para 130. Where there is evidence of deliberate neglect of or damage to a heritage asset the 
deteriorated state of the heritage asset should not be taken into account in any decision. 
Para 131. In determining planning applications, local planning authorities should take account 
of: 

• the desirability of sustaining and enhancing the significance of heritage assets and 
putting them to viable uses consistent with their conservation; 

• the positive contribution that conservation of heritage assets can make to sustainable 
communities including their economic vitality; and 
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• the desirability of new development making a positive contribution to local character 
and distinctiveness. 

Para 132: When considering the impact of a proposed development on the significance of a 
designated heritage asset, great weight should be given to the asset’s conservation. The more 
important the asset, the greater the weight should be. Significance can be harmed or lost 
through alteration or destruction of the heritage asset or development within its setting. As 
heritage assets are irreplaceable, any harm or loss should require clear and convincing 
justification. Substantial harm to or loss of a grade II listed building, park or garden should be 
exceptional. Substantial harm to or loss of designated heritage assets of the highest 
significance, notably scheduled monuments, protected wreck sites, battlefields, grade I and II* 
listed buildings, grade I and II* registered parks and gardens, and World Heritage Sites, should 
be wholly exceptional. 
Para 133. Where a proposed development will lead to substantial harm to or total loss of 
significance of a designated heritage asset, local planning authorities should refuse consent, 
unless it can be demonstrated that the substantial harm or loss is necessary to achieve 
substantial public benefits that outweigh that harm or loss, or all of the following apply: 

• the nature of the heritage asset prevents all reasonable uses of the site; and 
• no viable use of the heritage asset itself can be found in the medium term through 

appropriate marketing that will enable its conservation; and 
• conservation by grant-funding or some form of charitable or public ownership is 

demonstrably not possible; and 
• the harm or loss is outweighed by the benefit of bringing the site back into use. 

Para 134. Where a development proposal will lead to less than substantial harm to the 
significance of a designated heritage asset, this harm should be weighed against the public 
benefits of the proposal, including securing its optimum viable use. 
Para 135. The effect of an application on the significance of a non-designated heritage asset 
should be taken into account in determining the application. In weighing applications that affect 
directly or indirectly non designated heritage assets, a balanced judgement will be required 
having regard to the scale of any harm or loss and the significance of the heritage asset. 
Para 136. Local planning authorities should not permit loss of the whole or part of a heritage 
asset without taking all reasonable steps to ensure the new development will proceed after the 
loss has occurred. 
Para 137. Local planning authorities should look for opportunities for new development within 
Conservation Areas and World Heritage Sites and within the setting of heritage assets to 
enhance or better reveal their significance. Proposals that preserve those elements of the 
setting that make a positive contribution to or better reveal the significance of the asset should 
be treated favourably. 
Para 138. Not all elements of a World Heritage Site or Conservation Area will necessarily 
contribute to its significance. Loss of a building (or other element) which makes a positive 
contribution to the significance of the Conservation Area or World Heritage Site should be 
treated either as substantial harm under paragraph 133 or less than substantial harm under 
paragraph 134, as appropriate, taking into account the relative significance of the element 
affected and its contribution to the significance of the Conservation Area or World Heritage 
Site as a whole. 
Para 139. Non-designated heritage assets of archaeological interest that are demonstrably of 
equivalent significance to scheduled monuments, should be considered subject to the policies 
for designated heritage assets. 
Para 140. Local planning authorities should assess whether the benefits of a proposal for 
enabling development, which would otherwise conflict with planning policies but which would 
secure the future conservation of a heritage asset, outweigh the disbenefits of departing from 
those policies. 
Para 141. Local planning authorities should make information about the significance of the 
historic environment gathered as part of plan-making or development management publicly 
accessible. They should also require developers to record and advance understanding of the 
significance of any heritage assets to be lost (wholly or in part) in a manner proportionate to 
their importance and the impact, and to make this evidence (and any archive generated) 
publicly accessible. However, the ability to record evidence of our past should not be a factor 
in deciding whether such loss should be permitted. 
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8.2 Greater London regional policy 

The London Plan 
8.2.1 The overarching strategies and policies for the whole of the Greater London area are 

contained within the London Plan of the Greater London Authority (GLA March 2015). Policy 
7.8 relates to Heritage Assets and Archaeology: 

A. London’s heritage assets and historic environment, including listed buildings, registered 
historic parks and gardens and other natural and historic landscapes, conservation areas, 
World Heritage Sites, registered battlefields, scheduled monuments, archaeological remains 
and memorials should be identified, so that the desirability of sustaining and enhancing their 
significance and of utilising their positive role in place shaping can be taken into account.  
B. Development should incorporate measures that identify, record, interpret, protect and, 
where appropriate, present the site’s archaeology.  
C. Development should identify, value, conserve, restore, re-use and incorporate heritage 
assets, where appropriate.  
D. Development affecting heritage assets and their settings should conserve their significance, 
by being sympathetic to their form, scale, materials and architectural detail. 
E. New development should make provision for the protection of archaeological resources, 
landscapes and significant memorials. The physical assets should, where possible, be made 
available to the public on-site. Where the archaeological asset or memorial cannot be 
preserved or managed on-site, provision must be made for the investigation, understanding, 
recording, dissemination and archiving of that asset. 
F. Boroughs should, in LDF policies, seek to maintain and enhance the contribution of built, 
landscaped and buried heritage to London’s environmental quality, cultural identity and 
economy as part of managing London’s ability to accommodate change and regeneration. 
G. Boroughs, in consultation with English Heritage [now named Historic England], Natural 
England and other relevant statutory organisations, should include appropriate policies in their 
LDFs for identifying, protecting, enhancing and improving access to the historic environment 
and heritage assets and their settings where appropriate, and to archaeological assets, 
memorials and historic and natural landscape character within their area. 

8.2.2 Para. 7.31 supporting Policy 7.8 notes that ‘Substantial harm to or loss of a designated 
heritage asset should be exceptional, with substantial harm to or loss of those assets 
designated of the highest significance being wholly exceptional. Where a development 
proposal will lead to less than substantial harm to the significance of a designated asset, this 
harm should be weighed against the public benefits of the proposal, including securing its 
optimal viable use. Enabling development that would otherwise not comply with planning 
policies, but which would secure the future conservation of a heritage asset should be 
assessed to see of the benefits of departing from those policies outweigh the disbenefits.’  

8.2.3 It further adds (para. 7.31b) ‘Where there is evidence of deliberate neglect of and/or damage to 
a heritage asset the deteriorated state of that asset should not be taken into account when 
making a decision on a development proposal’. 

8.2.4 Para. 7.32 recognises the value of London’s heritage: ‘…where new development uncovers an 
archaeological site or memorial, these should be preserved and managed on-site. Where this 
is not possible provision should be made for the investigation, understanding, dissemination 
and archiving of that asset’. 

8.3 Local planning policy  

8.3.1 Following the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, Planning Authorities have 
replaced their Unitary Development Plans, Local Plans and Supplementary Planning Guidance 
with a new system of Local Development Frameworks (LDFs). The current policy for Hounslow 
was adopted on 15th September 2015: 

Archaeology 
2.34 The rich and varied heritage of the borough includes many very important designated 
heritage assets. There are 27 conservation areas (mostly concentrated in the east of borough, 
in Chiswick, Brentford and Isleworth, and some 885 statutorily listed properties, both 
commercial and domestic. The borough also contains some of west London’s remaining Great 
Estates at Chiswick, Gunnersbury, Boston Manor, Osterley and Syon, a unique and distinct 
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aspect of the borough which contributes significantly to the environmental and cultural wealth 
of the borough. These assets have a considerable influence on the townscape of the borough, 
but so too do many non-designated assets, including 262 locally listed buildings of townscape 
character and a wide variety of other assets important to local communities. Further 
designations will be made as appropriate and non-designated assets documented to the 
Heritage Environment Record so that their significance is properly understood and responded 
to in all development proposals impacting on them. Archaeological heritage will be protected 
and respected according to its significance.  
Policy CC4 - Heritage  
Our Approach We will identify, conserve and take opportunities to enhance the significance of 
the borough’s heritage assets as a positive means of supporting an area’s distinctive character 
and sense of history. We will achieve this by:  
(a) Collating a borough-wide Heritage Strategy to guide a long-term, ambitious strategy for the 
continued conservation, enhancement and enjoyment of the significance of the borough’s 
heritage assets, in consultation with the borough’s local history societies and residents;  
(b) Conserving and taking opportunities to enhance the significance of the borough’s network 
of designated and non-designated heritage assets and their settings, identifying new assets 
where appropriate and recognise the cumulative positive impact of heritage assets in a given 
area in consultation with the borough’s local history societies and residents. We will use Article 
4 directions where appropriate to enhance conservation of character or fabric;  
(c) Promoting heritage-led regeneration, particularly where this brings long term value and 
sense of place to development, such as in our town centres and along the Golden Mile. We 
will aim to secure the regeneration of heritage assets at risk, including those within 
Gunnersbury Park, Hanworth Park, Boston Manor House and the former Hounslow Powder 
Mills sites;  
(d) Working with Royal Botanic Gardens Kew World Heritage Site, London Borough of 
Richmond and English Heritage to conserve and enhance the outstanding universal values of 
The Royal Botanical Gardens Kew World Heritage Site, its buffer zone and its setting, 
including views to and from this asset. This includes assisting in the implementation of The 
World Heritage Site Management Plan;  
(e) Promoting the appropriate re-use of historic buildings and supporting schemes that 
conserve the significance of, and provide the heritage asset with a sustainable, long-term use; 
(f) Working with our network of partners to ensure the borough’s heritage is accessible, 
appreciated, valued and enjoyed by residents, workers and visitors;  
(g) Conserving and enhancing the strategic and local views identified in the Urban Context and 
Character Study that give the borough its character, visual richness and coherence; and by 
maintaining and updating a schedule of views; and  
(h) Conserving and enhancing the borough’s beneficial and historic landmarks identified in the 
Urban Context and Character Study, which provide a strong visual and physical presence in 
the townscape. We will expect development proposals to  
(i) Conserve and take opportunities to enhance any heritage asset and its setting in a manner 
appropriate to its significance;  
(j) Retain, conserve and reuse heritage assets in a manner appropriate to its value and 
significance;  
(k) Demonstrate that substantial harm to or loss of a heritage asset is avoided, unless 
exceptional circumstances can be demonstrated, consistent with the NPPF;  
(l) Demonstrate that where a development proposal will lead to less than substantial harm to 
the significance of a designated heritage asset (see Glossary), this harm will be outweighed by 
the public benefits of the proposal, including securing its optimum viable use; or  
(m) Have regard to any harm to, or loss of, the significance of a non-designated heritage 
asset, including from both direct and indirect effects. Non-designated heritage assets include 
locally listed buildings, Archaeological Priority Areas and areas of special local character. 
Buildings and structures  
(n) In the case of alterations, extensions or changes of use of a heritage asset a proposal 
should demonstrate that: (i) it is in keeping with the character of the building and harmonious 
with its surroundings and the wider character of the area; and, with particular respect to listed 
buildings or 83 identified aspects of locally listed buildings, it preserves their special 
architectural or historic character and any features they may possess; (ii) it is of a high quality 
design and sympathetic in terms of scale and form to the original building and in the use of 
materials and other details to the period and style of the original building; (iii) opportunities to 
mitigate or adapt to climate change through the re-use or adaptation are maximised as long as 
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this is not to the detriment of important aspects of character; (iv) that it maintains the character 
of interiors and retain internal features of interest including layouts, methods and means of 
construction where these are important; (v) that the original use is no longer viable and the 
benefits of the proposed use are demonstrated and would be in keeping with the character of 
the area; and (vi) that a record is made and submitted of features of interest found, to be 
maintained and extended during works. Sustainability and salvage aspects should be factored 
into proposals.  
Conservation Areas  
(o) Any development within or affecting a Conservation Area must conserve and take 
opportunities to enhance the character of the area, and respect the grain, scale, form, 
proportions and materials of the surrounding area and existing architecture; (p) Retain and 
reuse any building in a conservation area which makes or can be adapted to make a positive 
contribution to the character of the area. Where a building makes little contribution to the area, 
consent for demolition will not be given unless there are approved plans for redevelopment or 
reuse of the land which will conserve and enhance the character of the area. Sustainability and 
salvage aspects should be factored into proposals;  
World Heritage Site  
(q) Conserve and enhance the internationally recognised Outstanding Universal Value of the 
Royal Botanic Gardens Kew World Heritage Site, its buffer zone and its setting, including 
views to and from the site; 
Sites of Archaeological Importance  
(r) We will expect the development proposal to submit an Archaeological Evaluation Report if 
the proposal falls within or adjacent to an Archaeological Priority Area;  
(s) We may require that an on-site assessment by trial work (archaeological field evaluation) is 
carried out before any decision on the planning application is taken;  
(t) We will require any nationally important remains and their settings to be preserved 
permanently in situ, subject to consultation with English Heritage as the borough’s 
archaeological adviser. If preservation in situ is required the development proposal will need to 
accommodate this in the design.  
Scheduled Ancient Monuments  
(u) Conserve and enhance a scheduled ancient monument and their settings if affected. 
Proposals must assess and submit an evaluation report if the proposal affects a scheduled 
ancient monument. 
Strategic and local views  
(v) Preserve and enhance any strategic or local views identified in the Urban Context and 
Character Study, undertake a visual impact assessment to demonstrate no adverse impacts 
on the designated view or on views from Royal Botanic Gardens Kew World Heritage Site.  
Registered parks and gardens  
(w) Consider adding to the list and encouraging preservation and enhancement through 
appropriate management measures.  
Listed Buildings at Risk  
(x) Continue to assist with English Heritage’s Register of Heritage at Risk, adding items where 
necessary but seeking their removal by developing a proactive strategy for working with 
owners to ensure the continued conservation of the significance of the boroughs heritage 
assets. 
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9 Determining significance  
9.1.1 ‘Significance’ lies in the value of a heritage asset to this and future generations because of its 

heritage interest, which may be archaeological, architectural, artistic or historic. Archaeological 
interest includes an interest in carrying out an expert investigation at some point in the future 
into the evidence a heritage asset may hold of past human activity, and may apply to standing 
buildings or structures as well as buried remains. Known and potential heritage assets within 
the site and its vicinity have been identified from national and local designations, HER data 
and expert opinion. The determination of the significance of these assets is based on statutory 
designation and/or professional judgement against four values (EH 2008):  

• Evidential value: the potential of the physical remains to yield evidence of past 
human activity. This might take into account date; rarity; state of preservation; 
diversity/complexity; contribution to published priorities; supporting documentation; 
collective value and comparative potential. 

• Aesthetic value: this derives from the ways in which people draw sensory and 
intellectual stimulation from the heritage asset, taking into account what other people 
have said or written;  

• Historical value: the ways in which past people, events and aspects of life can be 
connected through heritage asset to the present, such a connection often being 
illustrative or associative;  

• Communal value: this derives from the meanings of a heritage asset for the people 
who know about it, or for whom it figures in their collective experience or memory; 
communal values are closely bound up with historical, particularly associative, and 
aesthetic values, along with and educational, social or economic values. 

9.1.2 Table 2 gives examples of the significance of designated and non-designated heritage assets. 
 
Table 2: Significance of heritage assets 
Heritage asset description Significance 
World heritage sites  
Scheduled monuments 
Grade I and II* listed buildings 
Historic England Grade I and II* registered parks and gardens 
Protected Wrecks 
Heritage assets of national importance 

Very high 
(International/ 

national) 

Historic England Grade II registered parks and gardens 
Conservation areas 
Designated historic battlefields 
Grade II listed buildings  
Burial grounds 
Protected heritage landscapes (e.g. ancient woodland or historic hedgerows) 
Heritage assets of regional or county importance 

High 
(national/  
regional/ 
county) 

Heritage assets with a district value or interest for education or cultural appreciation 
Locally listed buildings  

Medium 
(District) 

Heritage assets with a local (ie parish) value or interest for education or cultural 
appreciation 

Low 
(Local) 

Historic environment resource with no significant value or interest  Negligible 
Heritage assets that have a clear potential, but for which current knowledge is 
insufficient to allow significance to be determined 

Uncertain 

 

9.1.3 Unless the nature and exact extent of buried archaeological remains within any given area has 
been determined through prior investigation, significance is often uncertain. 
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10 Non-archaeological constraints 
10.1.1 It is anticipated that live services will be present on the site, the locations of which have not 

been identified by this archaeological report. There may be elements of anti-social behaviour in 
the area given the description of some park facilities as derelict, disused and vandalised (CMP, 
8, 18). In winter waterlogging in the southern area of the site may be an issue (CMP, 8). Other 
than this, no other non-archaeological constraints to any archaeological fieldwork have been 
identified within the site. 

10.1.2 Note: the purpose of this section is to highlight to decision makers any relevant non-
archaeological constraints identified during the study, that might affect future archaeological 
field investigation on the site (should this be recommended). The information has been 
assembled using only those sources as identified in section 2 and section 14.4, in order to 
assist forward planning for the project designs, working schemes of investigation and risk 
assessments that would be needed prior to any such field work. MOLA has used its best 
endeavours to ensure that the sources used are appropriate for this task but has not 
independently verified any details. Under the Health & Safety at Work Act 1974 and 
subsequent regulations, all organisations are required to protect their employees as far as is 
reasonably practicable by addressing health and safety risks. The contents of this section are 
intended only to support organisations operating on this site in fulfilling this obligation and do 
not comprise a comprehensive risk assessment. 
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11 Glossary 
Alluvium Sediment laid down by a river. Can range from sands and gravels deposited by fast 

flowing water and clays that settle out of suspension during overbank flooding. Other 
deposits found on a valley floor are usually included in the term alluvium (eg peat). 

Archaeological 
Priority Area/Zone 

Areas of archaeological priority, significance, potential or other title, often designated by 
the local authority.  

Brickearth A fine-grained silt believed to have accumulated by a mixture of processes (eg wind, slope 
and freeze-thaw) mostly since the Last Glacial Maximum around 17,000BP. 

B.P. Before Present, conventionally taken to be 1950 
Bronze Age 2,000–600 BC 
Building recording Recording of historic buildings (by a competent archaeological organisation) is undertaken 

‘to document buildings, or parts of buildings, which may be lost as a result of demolition, 
alteration or neglect’, amongst other reasons. Four levels of recording are defined by 
Royal Commission on the Historical Monuments of England (RCHME) and Historic 
England. Level 1 (basic visual record); Level 2 (descriptive record), Level 3 (analytical 
record), and Level 4 (comprehensive analytical record) 

Built heritage Upstanding structure of historic interest. 
Colluvium A natural deposit accumulated through the action of rainwash or gravity at the base of a 

slope. 
Conservation area An area of special architectural or historic interest the character or appearance of which it 

is desirable to preserve or enhance. Designation by the local authority often includes 
controls over the demolition of buildings; strengthened controls over minor development; 
and special provision for the protection of trees.  

Cropmarks Marks visible from the air in growing crops, caused by moisture variation due to 
subsurface features of possible archaeological origin (i.e. ditches or buried walls). 

Cut-and-cover 
[trench] 

Method of construction in which a trench is excavated down from existing ground level 
and which is subsequently covered over and/or backfilled.  

Cut feature Archaeological feature such as a pit, ditch or well, which has been cut into the then-
existing ground surface. 

Devensian The most recent cold stage (glacial) of the Pleistocene. Spanning the period from c 70,000 
years ago until the start of the Holocene (10,000 years ago). Climate fluctuated within the 
Devensian, as it did in other glacials and interglacials. It is associated with the demise of 
the Neanderthals and the expansion of modern humans. 

Early medieval  AD 410–1066. Also referred to as the Saxon period. 
Evaluation 
(archaeological) 

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. 

Excavation 
(archaeological) 

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. 

Findspot Chance find/antiquarian discovery of artefact. The artefact has no known context, is either 
residual or indicates an area of archaeological activity. 

Geotechnical Ground investigation, typically in the form of boreholes and/or trial/test pits, carried out for 
engineering purposes to determine the nature of the subsurface deposits. 

Head Weathered/soliflucted periglacial deposit (ie moved downslope through natural 
processes). 

Heritage asset 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).  

Historic environment 
assessment 

A written document whose purpose is to determine, as far as is reasonably possible from 
existing records, the nature of the historic environment resource/heritage assets within a 
specified area. 

Historic Environment 
Record (HER) 

Archaeological and built heritage database held and maintained by the County authority. 
Previously known as the Sites and Monuments Record 

Holocene The most recent epoch (part) of the Quaternary, covering the past 10,000 years during 
which time a warm interglacial climate has existed. Also referred to as the ‘Postglacial’ 
and (in Britain) as the ‘Flandrian’. 

Iron Age 600 BC–AD 43 
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Later medieval  AD 1066 – 1500 
Last Glacial 
Maximum 

Characterised by the expansion of the last ice sheet to affect the British Isles (around 
18,000 years ago), which at its maximum extent covered over two-thirds of the present 
land area of the country.  

Locally listed 
building 

A structure of local architectural and/or historical interest. These are structures that are not 
included in the Secretary of State’s Listing but are considered by the local authority to 
have architectural and/or historical merit 

Listed building A structure of architectural and/or historical interest. These are included on the Secretary 
of State's list, which affords statutory protection. These are subdivided into Grades I, II* 
and II (in descending importance). 

Made Ground 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. 

Mesolithic 12,000 – 4,000 BC 
National Record for 
the Historic 
Environment 
(NHRE) 

National database of archaeological sites, finds and events as maintained by Historic 
England in Swindon. Generally not as comprehensive as the country HER. 

Neolithic 4,000 – 2,000 BC 
Ordnance Datum 
(OD) 

A vertical datum used by Ordnance Survey as the basis for deriving altitudes on maps. 

Palaeo-
environmental 

Related to past environments, i.e. during the prehistoric and later periods. Such remains 
can be of archaeological interest, and often consist of organic remains such as pollen and 
plant macro fossils which can be used to reconstruct the past environment. 

Palaeolithic   700,000–12,000 BC 
Palaeochannel A former/ancient watercourse 
Peat 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.  
Pleistocene Geological period pre-dating the Holocene.  
Post-medieval  AD 1500–present 
Preservation by 
record 

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. 

Preservation in situ Archaeological mitigation strategy where nationally important (whether Scheduled or not) 
archaeological remains are preserved in situ for future generations, typically through 
modifications to design proposals to avoid damage or destruction of such remains. 

Registered Historic 
Parks and Gardens 

A site may lie within or contain a registered historic park or garden. The register of these 
in England is compiled and maintained by Historic England.  

Residual When used to describe archaeological artefacts, this means not in situ, ie Found outside 
the context in which it was originally deposited. 

Roman  AD 43–410 
Scheduled 
Monument 

An ancient monument or archaeological deposits designated by the Secretary of State as 
a ‘Scheduled Ancient Monument’ and protected under the Ancient Monuments Act. 

Site The area of proposed development 
Site codes Unique identifying codes allocated to archaeological fieldwork sites, eg evaluation, 

excavation, or watching brief sites.  
Study area 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. 
Solifluction, 
Soliflucted 

Creeping of soil down a slope during periods of freeze and thaw in periglacial 
environments. Such material can seal and protect earlier landsurfaces and archaeological 
deposits which might otherwise not survive later erosion. 

Stratigraphy  
 

A term used to define a sequence of visually distinct horizontal layers (strata), one above 
another, which form the material remains of past cultures. 

Truncate Partially or wholly remove. In archaeological terms remains may have been truncated by 
previous construction activity. 

Watching brief 
(archaeological) 

An archaeological watching brief is ‘a formal programme of observation and investigation 
conducted during any operation carried out for non–archaeological reasons.’ 
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Fig 2  Historic environment features map
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Fig 3  Site with relevant zoning as assigned in the MOLA 2013 HEA shown with the location of 
MOLA Archaeological Trial Pits excavated within the site since 2013 (HEA 52) 
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Fig 4  Ordnance Survey 1st edition 6":mile map of 1868–74 (not to scale)
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Fig 5  Aerial ph o to  sh o win g  the site in  1947 (Gun n ersbury Museum Ref: 5008 CPE/U K/2270 
PART 1 29 Aug ’47 F/12”//4000’58SQDN)
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Fig 6  North-western area of the site, facing south-east (MOLA photo 149, 02.07.
2013)
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Fig 7 Overview of proposed development area (outlined in red, AFLS+P, Ref: 3399(08)002, 16/09/2015)
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HOUN1120HEA15#08

Fig 8  Detail of proposed Sports Hub area (The Sports Construction Consultancy, Ref: SCC/GP/
02-8 A, October 2015)
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Fig 9  Proposed impact depths for the pitch layout (Weller Designs Ltd, Ref: Option 8A, 06.10.2015)
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