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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Project Background 

1.1.1 AB Heritage Limited (hereinafter AB Heritage) has been commissioned by Brunel University 

London to produce a Historic Environment Desk Based Assessment & Heritage Statement 

covering a proposed development for a new health & sports centre adjacent to Kingston 

Lane, Hillingdon, London. 

1.1.2 This report includes a description of the baseline conditions; an examination of readily 

available documentary, cartographic and known archaeological evidence; and identifies any 

known and potential cultural heritage receptor(s) within the application site and its 

surrounding area. It proposes a suitable mitigation strategy for archaeology and heritage, 

where such works are deemed appropriate. 

1.2 Site Location & Description 

1.2.1 Centred on approximate National Grid Reference (NGR) TQ 065 825, the site covers an area 

of c. 1.9 hectares and comprises a sub rectangular field on the corner of Kingston Lane, 

which forms the western boundary and Celandine Route, which forms the southern boundary 

(Fig. 1). The site is currently utilised as a sports field for Brunel University London. 

1.2.2 To the north and east, the site is surrounded by the Hillingdon & Uxbridge Cemetery [AB 23], 

with peripheral 20th century residential development. Beyond Celandine Route to the south of 

the site is the Brunel University London Sports Park, including a running track.  

1.2.3 The Brunel University London complex spreads out to the west between Kingston Lane and 

Cleveland Road.  

1.3 Geology & Topography 

1.3.1 The solid underlying geology comprises clay, silt and sand of the London Clay Formation. 

Superficial geological deposits within the site boundary comprise sand and gravel of the Boyn 

Hill Gravel Member at the western end of the site and of the Black Park Gravel Member at the 

very eastern tip of the site (British Geological Survey (BGS), 2017). 

1.3.2 The topography of the site rises moderately from c. 45m above ordnance datum (aOD) in the 

south-west to c. 51m in the north-east (Elevation Finder, 2017). 

1.4 Proposed Development 

1.4.1 The proposal is for the construction of a new health and sports centre, which would comprise: 

• 8 badminton court multi-purpose sports hall with retractable seating for 1500 spectators, 

game and performance analysis facilities and TV/Media room to the main sports hall; 

• 8 lanes, 25m swimming pool with seating for 250 spectators, spa, sauna, steam room, 

movable floor and first aid room; 

• 4 glass backed squash courts with seating for 160 spectators; 
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• A climbing wall with boulder room; 

• A 200-station fitness gym which can be easily separated into zones; 

• Several multi-purpose fitness studios for classes; 

• A c. 540m2 area for life science; 

• Administration offices for a central management team; and 

• Reception, cafeteria, storage and multiple changing facilities. 

1.4.2 Planting and landscaping is proposed to surround the northern and eastern sides of the new 

building which will include a basement level at the south-western end of the building, housing 

the swimming pool and associated plant room.  
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2. AIMS & METHODOLOGY 

2.1.1 Early consultation on the results of cultural heritage research and consideration of the 

implications of proposed development are the key to informing reasonable planning decisions. 

2.1.2 The National Planning Policy Framework paragraph 128 requires local planning authorities to 

request descriptions on the significance of any heritage assets affected by a proposal, 

including any contribution made by their setting. This states that:  

'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.' 

2.1.3 The aim of this report is to facilitate such a process by understanding the historical 

development of the application site and the likely impact upon any surviving archaeological 

resource or historic building resulting from the proposed development, devising appropriate 

mitigation responses where necessary. 

2.2 Aims of Works 

2.2.1 The assessment has been carried out, in regard to the collation of baseline information, in line 

with the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists’ Standard and Guidance for Historic 

Environment Desk Based Assessment (January 2017). 

2.2.2 This assessment includes relevant information contained in various statutory requirements, 

national, regional and local planning policies and professional good practice guidance, 

including: 

• Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act, 1979 

• Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act, 1990 

• The National Planning Policy Framework, 2012 

2.2.3 The Greater London Historic Environment Record (GLHER) is the primary source of 

information concerning the current state of archaeological and architectural knowledge in this 

area. The HER Commercial dataset search reference number for this project is 13539. For 

reporting purposes, the HER information has been re-numbered with AB numbers, which can 

be viewed in Appendix 1. The information contained within this database was supported by 

examination of data from a wide range of other sources, principally: 

• The Heritage Gateway (www.heritagegateway.org.uk) for information from Historic 

England National Monuments Record, Pastscape and other research resources, 

including the Access to Archives (A2A); 

• The Historic England website professional pages, including the National Heritage List for 

England; 

• A site-walk over was undertaken on the 13th September 2017; 
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• A visit to the Hillingdon Local Studies Library on 31st August 2017; 

• Additional relevant documentary and online historic sources; 

2.2.4 Information from these sources was used to understand:  

• Information on statutory and non-statutory designated sites; 

• Information on heritage assets recorded on the GLHER; 

• Readily accessible information on the site’s history from readily available historic maps 

and photographs held at the Hillingdon Local Studies Library; 

• Any information on the site contained in published and unpublished archaeological and 

historical sources, including any previous investigations undertaken within the study 

area; 

• A greater understanding of key cultural heritage issues of the site and surrounding area, 

developed through the onsite walkover, including information on areas of past truncation 

within the site boundary; 

• The impact of proposed development on the known and potential cultural heritage 

resource, resulting in the formulation of a mitigation strategy, where required, which 

appropriately targets any future works to those required to gain planning consent. 

2.3 Consultation & Study Area 

2.3.1 A 1km study area for heritage assets was determined by Kerry Kerr-Peterson (Senior 

Heritage Consultant, AB Heritage) following consultation with Patrick Booth (GLHER Project 

Officer). Listed Buildings and locally designated heritage features have been included within a 

500m study area.  

2.3.2 A study of the London Borough of Hillingdon Council webpages has identified that no Areas of 

Special Local Character or Locally Listed Buildings are present within 500m of the site. 

2.3.3 Pre-application advice was supplied by Sandy Kidd (Principal Archaeological Advisor, Greater 

London Archaeological Advisory Service (GLAAS)) on 1st September 2017 under the 

reference CLO24276.  

2.3.4 GLAAS identified that the site ‘does not appear to have been substantially developed or 

disturbed in the twentieth century’ and added that ‘there are no HER records within the site 

itself but in principle earlier remains could be present’. In addition, ‘the Hillingdon Common 

APA lies immediately to the east and so the DBA should consider whether the interests 

identified there might extend into the development site’ and that ‘another consideration is that 

the West London brickearth and gravels (on which the site is situated) are known for their 

Palaeolithic potential’.  

2.4 Methodology of Works 

2.4.1 This desk based assessment contains a record of the known heritage resource of the area. It 

also assesses the potential cultural heritage resource of the site, using the following scale:  
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• No Potential - Clear evidence of past impacts / site sterilisation  

• Low  - Very unlikely to be encountered on site 

• Medium  - Features may occur / be encountered on site 

• High   - Remains almost certain to survive on site 

2.4.2 In relation to buried archaeological remains, where a site is known, or there is a medium or 

above potential for archaeology to survive, full impact assessment will be undertaken. 

2.4.3 There is currently no standard adopted statutory or government guidance for assessing the 

importance of an archaeological feature and this is instead judged upon factors such as 

statutory and non-statutory designations, architectural, archaeological or historical 

significance, and the contribution to local research agendas. Considering these criteria each 

identified feature can be assigned to a level of importance in accordance with a five-point 

scale (Table 1, below). 

Table 1: Assessing the Importance of a Cultural Heritage Site 

SCALE OF SITE IMPORTANCE 

NATIONAL 

The highest status of site, e.g. Scheduled Monuments (or undesignated assets of 

schedulable quality and importance). Grade I and Grade II* Listed Buildings. Other listed 

buildings that can be shown to have exceptional qualities in their fabric or historical 

associations not adequately reflected in the listing grade. Conservation Areas containing 

very important buildings. Undesignated structures of clear national importance. Extremely 

well preserved historic landscape, whether inscribed or not, with exceptional coherence, 

time depth, or other critical factor(s). 

REGIONAL 

Grade II Listed Buildings or other designated or undesignated archaeological sites (in 

addition to those listed above), or assets of a reasonably defined extent and significance, 

or reasonable evidence of occupation / settlement, ritual, industrial activity etc. Examples 

may include areas containing buildings that contribute significantly to its historic character, 

burial sites, deserted medieval villages, Roman roads and dense scatter of finds. 

LOCAL 

Evidence of human activity more limited in historic value than the examples above, or 

compromised by poor preservation and/or survival of context associations, though which 

still have the potential to contribute to local research objectives. Examples include sites 

such as ‘locally designated’ buildings or undesignated structures / buildings of limited 

historic merit, out-of-situ archaeological findspots / ephemeral archaeological evidence 

and historic field systems and boundaries etc. 

NEGLIGIBLE 

Assets with very little or no surviving archaeological interest. Examples include destroyed 

antiquities, structures of almost no architectural / historic merit, buildings of an intrusive 

character or relatively modern / common landscape features such as quarries, drains and 

ponds etc. 

UNKNOWN 
Insufficient information exists to assess the importance of a feature (e.g. unidentified 

features on aerial photographs). 

2.4.4 The importance of already identified cultural heritage resources is determined by reference to 

existing designations. Where classification of a receptor’s value covered a range of the above 

possibilities or for previously unidentified features where no designation has been assigned, 

the value of the receptor was based on professional knowledge and judgement. 
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2.4.5 For some types of finds or remains there is no consistent value and the importance may vary, 

for example Grade II Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas. For this reason, adjustments 

are occasionally made, where appropriate, based on professional judgement. 

2.5 Impact Assessment Criteria 

2.5.1 The magnitude of impact upon the archaeological and heritage resource, which can be 

considered in terms of direct and indirect impacts, is determined by identifying the level of 

effect from the proposed development upon the baseline conditions of the site and the cultural 

heritage resource identified. The criteria for assessing the magnitude of impact are set out in 

Table 2 (below).  

2.5.2 In certain cases it is not possible to confirm the magnitude of impact upon a cultural heritage 

resource, especially where anticipated buried deposits exist. Where possible a professional 

judgement as to the scale of such impacts is applied to enable the likely ‘Significance of 

Effects’ to be established; however, a magnitude level of ‘uncertain’ is included for situations 

where it is simply not appropriate to make such a judgement at this stage of works. 

Table 2: Criteria for Determining Magnitude of Impact 

IMPACT 

LEVEL 
DEFINITION 

HIGH 

Changes to most or all of the key archaeological or key heritage baseline elements, or 

comprehensive changes to the setting of such key features that lead to total or almost 

complete alteration of a features physical structure, dramatic visual alteration to the setting 

of a heritage asset, or almost comprehensive variation to aspects such as noise, access, or 

visual amenity of the historic landscape.  

MEDIUM 

Changes to many key archaeological materials/historic elements, or their setting, such that 

the baseline resource is clearly modified. This includes considerable visual change to many 

key aspects of the historic landscape, noticeable differences in noise or sound quality, and 

considerable changes to use or access changes to key historic landscape elements  

LOW 

Detectable impacts which alter the baseline condition of an archaeological or heritage 

receptor to a slight degree – e.g. a small proportion of the surviving heritage resource is 

altered; slight alterations to the setting or structure, or limited changes to aspects such as 

noise levels, use or access that results in limited changes to historic landscape character. 

NEGLIGIBLE 

Barely distinguishable change from baseline conditions, where there would be very little 

appreciable effect on a known site, possibly because of distance from the development, 

method of construction or landscape or ecological planting, that are thought to have no long 

term effect on the historic value of a resource. 

UNCERTAIN 
Extent / nature of the resource is unknown and the magnitude of change cannot be 

ascertained. 

2.5.3 The overall Significance of Effects from the proposed development upon the Cultural Heritage 

Resource is determined by correlating the magnitude of Impact against value of the Cultural 

Heritage resource. Table 3 highlights the criteria for assessing the overall Significance of 

Effects. Where effects are moderate or above these are classified as significant. 
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Table 3: Significance of Effects 

IMPORTANCE 

MAGNITUDE 

HIGH MED LOW NEG 

NATIONAL Severe Major Mod Minor 

REGIONAL Major Mod Minor Not Sig. 

LOCAL Mod Minor Minor Not Sig. 

NEGLIGIBLE Minor Not Sig. Not Sig. Nt. 

Not Sig. = Not Significant; Nt. = Neutral; Mod = Moderate 

2.6 Limitations 

2.6.1 It should be noted that the report has been prepared under the express instruction and solely 

for the use of Brunel University London, and any associated parties they elect to share this 

information with. Measurements and distances referred to in the report should be taken as 

approximations only and should not be used for detailed design purposes.   

2.6.2 All the work carried out in this report is based upon the professional knowledge and 

understanding of AB Heritage on current (October 2017) and relevant United Kingdom 

standards and codes, technology and legislation. Changes in these areas may occur in the 

future and cause changes to the conclusions, advice, recommendations or design given. AB 

Heritage does not accept responsibility for advising the client’s or associated parties of the 

facts or implications of any such changes in the future. 

2.6.3 This report has been prepared utilising factual information obtained from third party sources. 

AB Heritage takes no responsibility for the accuracy of such information. It should also be 

noted that this report represents an early stage of a phased approach to assessing the 

archaeological and cultural heritage resource of the application site to allow the development 

of an appropriate mitigation strategy, should this be required. It does not comprise mitigation 

of impacts in itself. 
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3. PLANNING & LEGISLATIVE FRAMEWORK 

3.1 Introduction 

3.1.1 The following section highlights the key planning and legislative framework relevant to this 

project, including legislative framework, national planning policy and relevant sector guidance. 

3.2 Statutory Protection for Heritage Assets 

3.2.1 Current legislation, in the form of the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979, 

provides for the legal protection of important and well-preserved archaeological sites and 

monuments through their addition to a list, or 'schedule' of archaeological monuments by the 

Secretary of State for Culture, Media and Sport. This necessitates the granting of formal 

Scheduled Monument Consent for any work undertaken within the designated area of a 

Scheduled Ancient Monument. 

3.2.2 Likewise, structures are afforded legal protection in the form of their addition to ‘lists’ of 

buildings of special architectural or historical interest. The listing of buildings is carried out by 

the Department of Culture, Media and Sport under the Planning (Listed Buildings and 

Conservation Areas) Act, 1990. The main purpose of the legislation is to protect buildings and 

their surroundings from changes that would materially alter the special historic or architectural 

value of the building or its setting. This necessitates the granting of formal Listed Building 

Consent for all works undertaken to or within the designated curtilage of a Listed Building. 

This legislation also allows for the creation and protection of Conservation Areas by local 

planning authorities to protect areas and groupings of historical significance. 

3.2.3 The categories of assets with some form of legal protection have been extended in recent 

years, and now include Registered Parks and Gardens, and Historic Battlefields. While 

designation as a UNESCO World Heritage Site is not a statutory designation under English 

planning law, such a designation is regarded as a material consideration in planning 

decisions, and World Heritage Sites are in practice protected from development that could 

affect any aspect of their significance including settings within the Site and a buffer zone 

around it. 

3.3 National Planning Policy 

3.3.1 The NPPF sets out government policy on the historic environment, which covers all elements, 

whether designated or not, that are identified as ‘having a degree of significance meriting 

consideration in planning decisions, because of its heritage interest’. 

3.3.2 One of the over-arching aims 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’. To achieve this, local planning authorities can request that the applicant 

describe “the significance of any heritage assets affected, including any contribution made by 

their setting”. The level of detail required in the assessment should be “proportionate to the 

assets’ importance and no more than is sufficient to understand the potential impact of the 

proposal on their significance”. It goes on to say that “where a site on which development is 

proposed includes or has the potential to include heritage assets with archaeological interest, 
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local planning authorities should require developers to submit an appropriate desk based 

assessment and, where necessary, a field evaluation.” 

3.3.3 A key policy within the NPPF is that “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. 

3.3.4 With regard to non-designated heritage assets specific policy is provided in that a balanced 

judgement will be required having due regard to the scale of any harm or loss and the 

significance of the heritage asset affected. 

3.3.5 Paragraph 132 states that ‘Significance can be harmed or lost through alteration or 

destruction of a heritage asset or development within its setting. Substantial harm to or loss of 

a Grade II listed building, park or garden should be exceptional, while substantial harm to or 

loss of designated heritage assets of the highest significance, should be wholly exceptional’.  

3.3.6 Paragraphs 133 & 134 explain that ‘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.  

3.3.7 It also advises that where a proposal involve 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. 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. 

3.4 The London Plan 2011 with 2016 alterations 

Policy 7.8: Heritage Assets and Archaeology 

3.4.1 This policy states that development should incorporate measures that identify, record, 

interpret, protect, and where possible, present the site’s heritage assets, whether designated 

or non-designated.  

3.4.2 Based on this policy, planning decisions involving heritage assets will be assessed on the 

level of identification, value, conservation, restoration, re-use and incorporation of the asset in 

the proposed plans. The significance of heritage assets and their settings should be 

conserved by proposals which are sympathetic to the form, scale, materials and architectural 

detail of the asset. 

3.4.3 Any development which will cause substantial harm or loss of a designated heritage asset will 

only be accepted in exceptional circumstances. The importance of the development will be 

assessed proportionately in terms of public benefit against the impact on, and the importance 

of the asset. 

3.4.4 Proposals showing potential modifications to heritage assets which will reduce carbon 

emissions and secure sustainable development are favourable where it is on balance with 

potential harm to the heritage asset or its setting. 
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3.5 Hillingdon Local Plan, 2012 

3.5.1 Part 1 of the Local Plan contains the strategic policies that identifies how the borough will 

guide future development until 2026.  

3.5.2 ‘Hillingdon has a wide variety of historic assets; these include archaeological sites, traditional 

village centres, canals, historic buildings and landscapes. There are also extensive areas of 

good quality “Metro-land” suburbs, which are an important feature of the borough’ (London 

Borough of Hillingdon Council, 2012). 

Strategic Objectives: SO1:  

3.5.3 Conserve and enhance the borough’s heritage and their settings by ensuring new 

development, including changes to the public realm, are of high quality design, appropriate to 

the significance of the heritage asset, and 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. 

Policy HE1: Heritage 

3.5.4 The Council will: 

3.5.5 Conserve and enhance Hillingdon's distinct and varied environment, its settings and the wider 

historic landscape, which includes:  

• Historic village cores; 

• Metro-land suburbs; 

• Planned residential estates and 19th and 20th century industrial areas, including the 

Grand Union Canal and its features;  

• Designated heritage assets such as statutorily Listed Buildings, Conservation Areas and 

Scheduled Ancient Monuments;  

• Registered Parks and Gardens and historic landscapes, both natural and designed;  

• Locally recognised historic features, such as Areas of Special Local Character and 

Locally Listed Buildings; and  

• Archaeologically significant areas, including Archaeological Priority Zones and Areas. 

3.5.6 Actively encourage the regeneration of heritage assets, particularly those which have been 

included in English Heritage's 'Heritage at Risk' register or are currently vacant. 

3.5.7 Promote increased public awareness, understanding of and access to the borough's heritage 

assets and wider historic environment, through Section 106 agreements and via community 

engagement and outreach activities. 

3.5.8 Encourage the reuse and modification of heritage assets, where appropriate, when 

considering proposals to mitigate or adapt to the effects of climate change. Where negative 

impact on a heritage asset is identified, seek alternative approaches to achieve similar climate 

change mitigation outcomes without damage to the asset. 
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3.5.9 Policy HE1 states that a Heritage Strategy Supplementary Planning Document is forthcoming. 

However, this was not readily available at the time of writing (August / September 2017). 

Policy BE1: Built Environment 

The Council will require all new development to improve and maintain the quality of the built 

environment in order to create successful and sustainable neighbourhoods, where people 

enjoy living and working and that serve the long-term needs of all residents. The elements 

relevant to this scheme state that all new developments should: 

• Achieve a high quality of design in all new buildings, alterations, extensions and the 

public realm which enhances the local distinctiveness of the area, contributes to 

community cohesion and a sense of place and 

• Be designed to be appropriate to the identity and context of Hillingdon's buildings, 

townscapes, landscapes and views, and make a positive contribution to the local area in 

terms of layout, form, scale and materials and seek to protect the amenity of surrounding 

land and buildings, particularly residential properties. 
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4. CULTURAL HERITAGE RESOURCE BASELINE 

4.1 Known Cultural Heritage Assets 

Within the Proposed Development Site 

4.1.1 There are no known designated or non-designated heritage assets within the development 

site. 

Within the Study Area 

4.1.2 A total of thirty heritage assets are located within the 1km study area. These include: 

• The Hillingdon Common APA [AB 29] is located immediately to the south-east of the site 

and the Cowley APA [AB 28] is situated c. 500m to the south-west of the site; 

• Hillingdon Village Conservation Area (CA) [AB 30] abuts the application site (Site 3) at 

the south-eastern boundary; 

• Hillingdon and Uxbridge Cemetery [AB 23], is located adjacent to the application site 

(Site 3). The cemetery site contains the original gatehouse [AB 22] on Hillingdon Hill as 

well as a lodge and a mortuary. This is a Locally Listed and Registered Park & Garden; 

• The Historic village of Cowley [AB 11] lies 1km to the west of the application site. This 

includes the Cowley APA [AB 28];  

• Charville Lane [AB 6], is a possible prehistoric trackway. Traditionally linking Uxbridge 

and Harrow, in the Post-Medieval period it had been a drove way. Closed in the 19th 

century, it was reopened in 1929; 

• The Grade II* Listed Church of St John the Baptist [AB 18] lies c.450m to the north east 

of the application site; 

• The Conifer Café & & A W Smith & Sons [AB 19] is a Grade II Listed building dating from 

the early 16th century with 18th and 19th century modifications; and 

• Bishopsalt Grammar School [AB 21] Grade II Listed school building of the mid-19th 

century is located c.350m due east of the application site.  

4.2 Previous Works in the Study Area 

4.2.1 There are no archaeological works known to have taken place within the site boundary. 

4.2.2 There have been several archaeological investigations carried out within the wider Study 

Area. These include: 

•  A find of 20 Palaeolithic axes [AB 1] from a site thought to be at the Town Pitts, c.660m 

south east of the application site; 

• A struck flint was recovered during watching brief [AB 17] at Bishopshalt School, c.365m 

east of the application site; 
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• Roman finds and remains [AB7 & 8] have been identified at St Lawrence Church c.800m 

SW of the application site and at Coney Green [AB 9], which lies c.500m to the north 

east of the application site; and 

• Several archaeological investigations have identified remains of Post-Medieval date. 

These include remains found at RAF Uxbridge [AB 24 & 26], c. 1km to the north of the 

application site and remains found during excavation at The Yard [AB 3] c.1km east of 

the application site.  

4.3 Archaeology & History Background 

The Prehistoric Period (c .500, 000 BC – AD 43) 

4.3.1 The application site lies on the eastern fringe of the Colne Valley. The Colne Valley has been 

particularly well studied over the last few years, thanks to a number of major infrastructure 

projects.  

4.3.2 The Colne Valley is known to contain evidence from the earliest prehistoric period through to 

the Roman Invasion. 

4.3.3 The nationally important site of Three Ways Wharf, Uxbridge lies c. 2km to the north west of 

the application site. This significant archaeological site contains much evidence dating from 

the Upper Palaeolithic and Mesolithic periods (Beckley, R 2007). 

4.3.4 A find of 20 Palaeolithic axes [AB 1] from a site thought to be at the Town Pitts c.660m south 

east of the application site, is known from within the Study Area. 

4.3.5 Prehistoric activity during the Bronze and Iron Age is better attested in the upper and lower 

Colne Valley, than it is near Uxbridge and Hillingdon. The landscape during this period saw 

the establishment of settled communities with associated systems of agriculture and field 

systems. It is possible that the struck flint identified during work at Bishopshalt School [AB 17] 

c.365m east of the application site dates from this later prehistoric period. 

The Roman Period (c. AD 43 – AD 410) 

4.3.6 Roman remains have been identified within the Study area. These remains include a possible 

Roman road [AB 7], c.800m to the south west of the application site. Further Roman remains 

which may include and earth work have been identified at Coney Green [AB 4], c.500m north 

east of the application site. 

The Medieval Period (AD 410 – AD 1536) 

4.3.7 The early medieval and medieval periods are not well represented either in the Study Area or 

the Colne Valley. 

4.3.8 Evidence from this period is most visible after the Norman Invasion of AD 1066. In this post-

invasion period, we see the foundation of churches and manorial estates. A manor at 

Hillingdon [AB10] is known but the details of its history is obscure. For Cowley village, c.1km 

west of the application site, a medieval manor is thought to have existed at the site of Manor 

Farm, or perhaps closer to the church. Later in the period a manor Hall is known in the 14th 

Century at Cowley Hall [AB 11]. 
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The Post Medieval Period (AD 1537 – AD 1800) 

4.3.9 Eighteenth century mapping (Rocque 1754, Plate 1) shows the area as predominantly rural, 

generally characterised by small villages surrounded by fields and heathland. Hillingdon is 

shown as a small village to the east of the site and Cowley on the western bank of the River 

Pinn, to the south-west of the site. There is also a cluster of buildings at the southern end of 

Kingston Lane, on Peel Heath (now the junction with Pield Health Road). The site itself is 

located in an undeveloped area, marked with shading which appears to depict the gradient of 

the slope. 

 

Plate 1. Rocque map, 1754  

The Modern Period (AD 1801 – present) 

4.3.10 The Enclosure Map of Hillingdon (Plate 2) shows that the site was within a rural area 

dominated by fields. The site area falls into three plots; The southern half of the site 

encompasses plot 1125 ‘Part of Cut Throat Close’ included within the Rectorial Tithes and 

Glebes (Bishop of Worcester & Lessee); the northern half of the site falls within part of plot 

1123 ‘Furze Field’; and the eastern triangle fell within a larger plot 1124 known as ‘Great 

Horse or Pond Close’.  

4.3.11 A footway marks the south-western boundary. A large house ‘Hillingdon Grove’ is shown to 

the south-east of the site, while the village of Hillingdon is shown to the north-east at the 

junction of Hillingdon Road (now Hillindon Hill) and Public Road no. LXX (now Royal Lane). 
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Plate 2. Hillingdon Enclosure Plan 1825 (Hillingdon Local Studies Library) 

4.3.12 The first edition Ordnance Survey, published in 1866 (Plate 3) shows that the site straddles 

two fields, divided by a boundary hedge aligned north-east to south-west. The eastern extent 

of the site is formed by a small triangular field. The south-western boundary of the site is 

marked by a footpath which leads from Kingston Lane to (what is now) Royal Lane. By 1895 

these two large fields and third small triangular field have been amalgamated into a single 

plot. 

 

Plate 3. Ordnance Survey Map 1866 (Hillingdon Local Studies Library) 
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4.3.13 A nursery, ‘Lowe & Shawyer’ was founded by Joseph Lowe in Kingston Lane in 1865 in an 

area to the west of the site. The nursery expanded rapidly, growing flowers for the London 

Markets and eventually covered 199 acres. The business closed in 1958 and most of the site 

became Brunel University (Pearce 2007). 

4.3.14 The Ordnance Survey map of 1914 (Plate 4) shows that the site was part of a nursery, with 

several long narrow structures located in the northern part of the site. The surrounding area is 

shown to be occupied by nurseries, allotment gardens and fields. The cemetery has been 

extended southwards to meet the northern site boundary, while the land to the east remains 

as fields. By 1935, the Ordnance Survey map (Plate 5) shows that the cemetery has been 

further extended and now wraps round the eastern side of the site.  

4.3.15 The site is still shown as a nursery but the structures in the northern part of the site have been 

demolished. A single small structure is shown in the centre of the site. 

 

Plate 4. Ordnance Survey Map 1914 (Hillingdon Local Studies Library) 
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Plate 5. Ordnance Survey Map 1935 (Hillingdon Local Studies Library) 

4.3.16 The Ordnance Survey map of 1959 (not illustrated) shows very little change within the site 

boundary. The site is still in use as a nursery but no structures are shown. On the western 

side of Kingston Lane, the larger part of the nursery no longer shows the large greenhouses. 

These were demolished around this time prior to the construction of Brunel University in that 

location.  

4.4 Site Visit 

4.4.1 A site visit was undertaken by Chloe Smith (Heritage Consultant; AB Heritage) on the 13th 

September 2017. The purpose of this visit was to gain a greater understanding of the existing 

land use and past impacts within the current site limits, along with an appreciation for the 

potential survival of below ground archaeological deposits. 

4.4.2 The site is currently used as a sports field and is surfaced with grass across the whole site 

and is mainly enclosed by green metal palisade fencing. The ground slopes steeply from 

south-west to north-east and has been heavily terraced to create a flat rugby pitch, which 

covers most of the site area (Photo 1). Consultation with the groundsman during the site visit 

confirmed that the ground had been terraced using a cut and fill method, resulting in several 

banks of excess material alongside the pitch. From the pitch, the ground level steps up to a 

narrow strip of rougher grass at the north-eastern boundary and steps down to a larger area 

of rougher grass at the south-western boundary (Photo 2). To the south of the pitch is a long 

narrow grassed bank, representing excess material from the terracing works. 
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Photo 1. View of site from northern corner, looking south-west 

 

Photo 2. South-western part of site looking south-east 

4.4.3 The site is located on the eastern side of Kingston Lane but is set back from the road. The 

road is separated from the site by a grass verge planted with vegetation and a path marking 

the south-western limit of the site, which provides access to the site and the sports park to the 

south. Due to the gradient of the ground level, there are limited views from the south-western 

boundary; however, as the ground level rises to the east, there are views out of the site 

across to the main campus of Brunel University London. These views are partially screened 

by mature vegetation and are dominated by the large modern buildings in the eastern part of 

the campus (Photo 3). There are no clear views of the Lecture Hall (Grade II, NHLE1400162) 

which is c.525m west of the application site.  
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Photo 3. View across site towards Brunel University London, looking east 

4.4.4 The south-eastern limit of the site is bounded by a footpath dividing the site from the Brunel 

University London Sports Park. This footpath leads from the pathway at the south-western 

boundary, through to Royal Lane, marking the edge of the Hillingdon Village Conservation 

Area. There are clear views from the site across the Sports Park to the south, but views into 

the Conservation Area to the south-east and east are shielded by dense vegetation, both at 

the site boundary and beyond.   

4.4.5 The north-eastern boundary of the site is formed by a dense hedgerow. There are no views 

into the Hillingdon and Uxbridge Cemetery [AB 23] (Grade II Listed), across the northern 

boundary or into Hillingdon Village Conservation Area c. 450m to the east [AB 30]. 

4.4.6 The north-western boundary of the site is formed by a hedgerow. The vegetation is dense in 

some parts and sparse in other sections, enabling views into the Hillingdon and Uxbridge 

Cemetery [AB 23] from some parts of the site, particularly in areas close to the north-western 

boundary (Photo 4). Such views are general aspects of the cemetery and do not include 

views to Cemetery Gateway c.90m to the north west [AB 22] (Grade II Listed) or Pair of 

Chapels c.250m north [AB 20] (Grade II Listed), which is due to the distance and gradient of 

the ground level within the cemetery that slopes northwards towards Hillingdon Hill.   
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Photo 4. View into Hillingdon and Uxbridge Cemetery from north-western site boundary, looking 

north 

4.4.7 The Grade II Listed Lecture Hall (Photo 5, NHLE 1400162) is located in the centre of the main 

campus c.525m west of the application site. It is of modern date, style and materials and is 

surrounded by contemporary and later buildings. It is located at c.525m from the site and 

there are several large buildings between the site and the Lecture Hall, which limit the 

intervisibility. There are no views towards the site from ground level (Photo 6). 

 

Photo 5. The Grade II Listed Lecture Hall 
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Photo 6. View from Grade II Listed Lecture Hall at ground level towards site, looking south-east 

4.4.8 Most of the area of Hillingdon and Uxbridge Cemetery [AB 23], situated to the north of the 

site, is shielded from views into the site. There are no views of the site from the Cemetery 

Gateway [AB 22]) and Pair of Chapels [AB 20] due to distance, gradient of the ground level 

and dense vegetation within the cemetery (Photo 9). However, there are views into the site 

from the south-eastern part of the cemetery (Photo 10).    

 

Photo 7. Cemetery Gateway 



NEW HEALTH & SPORTS CENTRE, BRUNEL UNIVERSITY LONDON, LB HILLINGDON 

HISTORIC ENVIRONMENT DESK BASED ASSESSMENT & HERITAGE STATEMENT 

©AB Heritage Limited 2017   |   22   |   www.abheritage.co.uk 

 

Photo 8. Pair of Chapels 

 

Photo 9. View from Pair of Chapels [AB 20], in the direction of the site, looking south 
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Photo 10. South-eastern part of the cemetery, looking south-east towards site 
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5. ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL & MITIGATION 

5.1 Known Archaeological Resource  

5.1.1 There are no known archaeological remains within the site boundary. 

5.1.2 Within the wider Study Area there is limited evidence for archaeological evidence from the 

Prehistoric period. A find of 20 Palaeolithic axes [AB 1], c.660m south east of the application 

site, and a struck flint [AB 17] from Bishopshalt School, c.365m east of the application site. 

5.1.3 Roman remains have been identified within the Study area. These remains include a possible 

Roman road [AB 7], c.800m to the south west of the application site and remains which may 

include and earthwork have been identified at Coney Green [AB 4], c.500m north east of the 

application site. 

5.1.4 The site is known to have lain within the hinterland between the villages of Hillingdon and 

Cowley during the Medieval and Post Medieval periods. Historic mapping has shown that 

there is little activity in these periods beyond agricultural or horticultural activity. 

5.1.5 The site formed part of nursery during the early – mid 20th century, when it was incorporated 

by Brunel University London and developed into a rugby pitch.  

5.2 Past Impact Within the Site Boundary 

5.2.1 As the historic mapping has shown, the marginal position of the site between the historic 

villages Cowley and Hillingdon, has left the site undeveloped until recent years. There is 

potential therefore that the site has been ploughed in the past. While not as damaging as 

modern ploughing, historic cultivation has been shown to be damaging to underlying deposits.  

5.2.2 The site was significantly altered when it was developed for use as a rugby pitch. Evidence 

gained during the site visit, and corroborated by the Groundsman, shows that the original 

sloping site, was transformed by “cut and fill construction into a terraced and level playing 

field” (Brunel University London, 2017). It is likely that any surviving underlying archaeological 

remains and deposits would have been destroyed or damaged during this process.  

5.3 Potential Archaeological Resource 

5.3.1 The site has remained undeveloped, in the marginal agricultural hinterland between the 

historic villages of Cowley and Hillingdon. Given this position, it is unlikely that any 

archaeological deposits or features from earlier periods would be buried at any great depth as 

is often seen on urban sites. 

5.3.2 The degree of past impacts as described in the previous paragraph indicates that there is a 

very low potential for the survival of archaeological remains of any period on the site. 

5.4 Outline Recommendations 

5.4.1 No further archaeological investigation is recommended at this site.  

5.4.2 All recommendations are subject to the approval of the from the Greater London 

Archaeological Advisor.  
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6. CULTURAL HERITAGE POTENTIAL & MITIGATION 

6.1 Known Cultural Heritage Resource  

6.1.1 There are no designated heritage assets within the site boundary. 

6.1.2 There are a number of designated heritage assets in the Study Area. Many of these are at a 

distance from the application site. Furthermore, as discussed in section 4.4 above, the flat, 

terraced topography of the existing site and the dense, mature vegetation around the site 

boundaries has resulted in a well screened, low aspect site. For this reason, some of the 

designated assets and their settings within the Study area have no relationship with the site 

and as such are not considered here.  

6.1.3 The key affected heritage assets and their settings considered here are: 

• The Hillingdon-Uxbridge Cemetery [AB 23] 

• Gatehouse for the Hillingdon-Uxbridge Cemetery [AB 22] 

• Chapels within the Hillingdon-Uxbridge Cemetery [AB 20] 

• Hillingdon Village Conservation Area [AB 30] 

6.2 Setting and Significance of the Cultural Heritage Resource 

The Hillingdon-Uxbridge Cemetery [AB 23], Gatehouse [AB 22] & Chapels [AB 20] 

6.2.1 The Hillingdon-Uxbridge Cemetery lies immediately adjacent to the north boundary of the 

application site. The cemetery is characterised by low sloping topography punctuated by 

grave markers and planting beds, interspersed with mature trees. The cemetery is a Locally 

Listed Park & Garden. Within the cemetery are two Listed Buildings: 

•  Grade II Listed Gatehouse [AB 22], a 19th century structure on Uxbridge Road, and; 

•  A pair of chapels [AB 20] flanking the road inside the cemetery bounds 

6.2.2 It is considered that the cemetery and the Listed Buildings within are of Regional Importance 

as per Table 1, Section 2.4. 

6.2.3 The cemetery is enclosed by hedgerows and is an inward focussed asset- with the key 

aspects formed by the chapels, the graves and the immediate grounds (e.g. pathways, 

vegetation etc.). The setting of the cemetery is therefore, thought to contribute little, if at all to 

the significance of the cemetery or Listed Buildings within it, as heritage assets. Their 

significance is considered to be based on their evidential and illustrative and associative 

historical values, in the information that they can provide about early municipal cemeteries 

and cemetery design during the 19th century. The cemetery and buildings within it are also 

thought to have a high degree of communal value in the connection they has with local 

communities, both past and present.  

6.2.4 The setting of the Gatehouse [AB 22] & Chapels [AB 20], being formed of the remainder of 

the cemetery itself and the associated graves, paths and vegetation, is thought to form a high 
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contribution to their significance. This is because their position is related entirely to the 

existence of the cemetery.  

Hillingdon Village Conservation Area [AB 30] 

6.2.5 The Hillingdon Village Conservation Area [AB 30] lies immediately adjacent to the south-

eastern boundary of the application site (Site 3). 

6.2.6 It is considered that the Conservation Area is of Regional Importance as per Table 1. 

6.2.7 The Conservation Area is characterised by the historic core of the village of Hillingdon and 

surrounding green space which contributes to the village character of this area, and forms the 

setting of the Conservation Area. The main focus of the Conservation Area is along Royal 

Lane, 150m to the east of the application site (Site 3) and at the junction with Hillingdon Hill c. 

320m to the north-east of the application site. The south-western part of the Conservation 

Area, adjacent to the site, is undeveloped land / gardens, which is bounded by vegetation and 

defines the limit of the Conservation Area. Therefore, the setting of the Conservation Area is 

thought to contribute to its significance to a high degree because of the contribution is makes 

to the village character of the Conservation Area. 

6.3 Impact of Proposed Development 

6.3.1 The proposal is for the construction of a new health and sports centre which would comprise: 

• 8 badminton court multi-purpose activity hall with retractable seating for 1500 spectators, 

game and performance analysis facilities and TV/Media room to the main sports hall; 

• 8 lanes, 25m swimming pool with seating for 250 spectators, spa, sauna, steam room, 

movable floor and first aid room; 

• 4 glass backed squash courts with seating for 160 spectators; 

• A climbing wall with boulder room; 

• A 200-station fitness gym which can be easily separated into zones; 

• Several multi-purpose fitness studios for classes; 

• A c. 540m2 area for life science; 

• Administration offices for a central management team and 

• Reception, cafeteria, storage and multiple changing facilities. 

6.3.2 The entire building will consist of a lower ground floor, a ground floor and a first floor with a 

flat roof (Fig 3). The lower ground floor level at the south-western end of the building, will 

house the swimming pool and associated plant room.  

6.3.3 The proposed development includes plans for planting around the new facilities. This planting 

has been designed to reduce the views between the proposal and the cemetery (including the 

Chapels [AB 20]).  
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6.3.4 Section 4.4 above described the situation of the site, and the level of screening from outside 

provided by mature planting and vegetation. The site visit showed however, that are partial 

views into the cemetery [AB 23] but that these views do not encompass the Cemetery 

Gatehouse [AB 22]. It is considered that the proposed development will have no discernible 

impact upon the cemetery Gatehouse [AB 22]. 

6.3.5 The proposed new development is located in an area that is partially urban in character, 

particularly to the west. Several maintained green spaces in the vicinity include the cemetery 

and the land west of Bishopshalt School and the sports fields to the south. 

6.3.6 The existing land use at the proposal site is of a rugby pitch. This use will mean that during 

matches/practice sessions the current site may be considered to have an adverse impact 

upon the setting of the adjacent cemetery [AB 23] and Conservation Area [AB 30]. 

6.3.7 The proposed new facilities are expected to reduce this intermittent noise by bringing the 

sporting and other activities inside. The proposal also only includes for bus drop off and 

disable parking, thereby not contributing to local congestion in a significant way. 

6.3.8 The proposed development has been designed to minimise visual impact by utilising a lower 

ground floor level to reduce the height and proposed extra planting will further reduce the 

impact of the building upon the setting of the cemetery. However, during the winter months, 

vegetation screening may be temporarily less effective. The noise and dust produced during 

the construction process may also be considered to be a temporary adverse effect. Therefore, 

it is considered likely these aspects would create a ‘slight alteration to the setting’ of both the 

cemetery [AB 23] and the Hillingdon Village Conservation Area [AB 30] resulting in a Low 

level of Impact (in line with Table 2), and a Minor Significance of effect (in line with Table 3) 

upon both heritage assets. 

6.4 Recommendations 

6.4.1 No further actions are recommended for this proposal from a heritage perspective. 

6.4.2 All recommendations are subject to the approval of the from the Greater London 

Archaeological Advisor.    
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Appendix 1 Cultural Heritage Gazetteer 

This gazetteer incorporates all archaeological and historical sites identified on the GLHER, and other sources within the 1km study area. 

Abbreviations 

NGR - National Grid Reference                             CA – Conservation Area   LB – Listed Building 

HLC - Historic Landscape Character Area  MLO – GLHER monument prefix  ELO – GLHER event prefix 

APZ - Archaeological Priority Zone 

AB No. Period Description Status NGR Reference No. 

1 Prehistoric Findspot of 20 Palaeolithic axes, possibly from Town Pitts.  
TQ 0720 

8240 
MLO105 

2 Undated 

Earthwork forming the E boundary of Coney Green consists of a length of 
bank approx. 10 yards wide at its base, 5 - 6 feet high above the bottom of 
the ditch, which runs along its western side. The position of the roadways 
and the line of the bank would suggest that it continued to the north and 

returned southwards. 

 
TQ 0705 

8285 
MLO10568 

3 Post-Medieval Findspot of Post-Medieval pot at The Yard during an excavation.  
TQ 0690 

8290 
MLO121 

4 Undated 
Unassigned sinuous ditches or natural features in field south of Coney 

Green. 
 

TQ 0700 
8250 

MLO170 

5 Prehistoric Findspot of Palaeolithic implements in topsoil north of Uxbridge Road.  
TQ 0700 

8300 
MLO267 

6 
Prehistoric - 

Modern 

Charville Lane, leading from Uxbridge to Harrow, is a possible Prehistoric 
trackway. During the Post-Medieval period it had been a drove road from 

Harrow to Hillingdon. Scheduled as a public carriage road in 1816. Closed 
and blocked in 1858, when Sir Charles Mills bought the Manor of Hayes. In 
1897, the road was symbollically reopened to mark Queen Victoria's jubilee 

and Golden Bridge was rebuilt. It was again reopened in 1929. 

 
TQ 1014 

8370 
MLO268 

7 Roman 
Roman road mentioned in 1913. Could be associated with Roman remains 

found at St Lawrence Church in 1959. 
 

TQ 0600 
8222 

MLO273 
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AB No. Period Description Status NGR Reference No. 

8 Roman Roman remains found at St Lawrence Church in 1959.  
TQ 0599 

8205 
MLO453 

9 Roman Roman pottery found within earthwork on Coney Green.  
TQ 0700 

8290 
MLO4534 

10 Medieval 

The settlement of (Great) Hillingdon was in existence before 1066. It had 
extended east to Long Lane by the 18th century. A manor of Hillingdon did 
exist, but its history is obscure. There may have been a manor house in the 

village. 

 
TQ 0690 

8290 
MLO68615 

11 
Medieval to 

Post-Medieval 

The village of Cowley originated at this location. The mediaeval manor house 
at Cowley may been situated at Manor Farm, but is more likely to have been 
near to the church. The 'hall of the manor' is referred to in 1357. The manor 
house probably disappeared in the later C14th, when the lords of the manor, 

the Charlton family, lived at Cowley Hall. 

 
TQ 0600 

8200 
MLO68628 & 
MLO68654 

12 
Medieval to 

Post-Medieval 
Stratford Bridge was in existence by 1410. It had been rebuilt as a 3-arch 

brick bridge before 1726. A ford lay on each side of it in 1754. 
 

TQ 0625 
8300 

MLO68647 

13 
Medieval - 

Modern 

Site of vicarage. In 1281, the Bishop of Worcester granted a freehold to build 
a vicarage. The building was recorded as being in bad repair in 1678. It was 

rebuilt in the late 18th century-early 19th century in brown brick. It was 
demolished in 1962 and a new vicarage was built to the south. 

 
TQ 0684 

8285 
MLO68653 

14 Modern Site of World War Two air raid shelter at Hillingdon Golf Course.  
TQ 0650 

8340 
MLO72368 

15 
Post-Medieval to 

Modern 

Site of landfill. It is not known whether this 
site was made or worked land, and the date of infill is unknown, although all 

of are 19th/20th century date. 
 

TQ 0710 
8240 

 

MLO72573 

16 Post-Medieval 
From 1714-1871 a toll house & gate was located near Greenway at the top of 
Turnpike Lane. In 1840 the toll house was a small, 1 storey wooden building. 

 
TQ 0602 

8328 
MLO74441 

17 Prehistoric 
A prehistoric struck flint was recovered from the subsoil during a watching 

brief at Bishopshalt School, Hillingdon 
 

TQ 06975 
82653 

MLO76062 & 
ELO566 

18 
Medieval - 

Modern 

Parish Church of St John. 13th century chancel arch, (only remaining part of 
earlier chancel) nave and aisles C14, West tower rebuilt in 1629, the building 
refurbished and transepts and chancel added by Sir G G Scott 1847-8, North 

east vestry of 1964 by H Norman Haines. 

Grade II* LB 

 

TQ 06913 
82915 

MLO84983, 
DLO19966 & NHLE 

1080160 
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AB No. Period Description Status NGR Reference No. 

19 
Post-Medieval to 

Modern 

The Conifer Café & & A W Smith & Sons, Royal Lane is probably an early 
C16 century building with C18 and C19 Tudor front. The Cottage Hotel is a 2-

storey, 4-window building of C16 origin. The Red Lion Public House is 
probably a C16 timber-framed building refronted circa 1800. The Conifer 

Cafe, Cottage Hotel & Red Lion Public House form a group. A K6 Telephone 
Kioskis located in front of the Red Lion Public House and Elm Tree Cottage 

which was designed in 1935 by Sir Giles Gilbert Scott. 

Grade II LB 
TQ 06830 

82887 

MLO84984, 
MLO85163,MLO85

271, MLO85291 
DLO19967, 
DLO20146, 
DLO20267, 
DLO20287 

 & NHLE 1080161, 
1181303, 1358389, 

1358409 

20 Post-Medieval 
2 chapels flanking the roadway in Hillingdon-Uxbridge Cemetery. Mid C19 by 

Benjamin Terrey in Early English style. 
Grade II LB 

TQ 06501 
82856 

MLO85170, 
DLO20153 & NHLE 

1181669 

21 Post-Medieval 

Bishopshalt Grammar School. Tudor style 5-bay building built 1858 with 
slightly later 3-bay extension to south. At the back a stained glass window 
with the initials of the owner, Stephen Martin, of Day and Martin's blacking 

warehouse mentioned in "David Copperfield." 

Grade II LB 
TQ 06934 

82716 

MLO85189, 
DLO20172 & NHLE 

1285095 

22 Post-Medieval Gatehouse to Hillingdon-Uxbridge Cemetery. Mid C19 by Benjamin Ferrey. Grade II LB 
TQ 06511 

82917 

 

MLO85297, 
DLO20293 & NHLE 

1358415 

23 Post-Medieval 
Hillingdon and Uxbridge Cemetery opened in 1856, one of the earlier 

municipal cemeteries. The site contains a lodge and a mortuary. At the main 
entrance on Hillingdon Hill is the original gatehouse. 

LL P & G 
TQ 06530 

82771 
MLO24519 

24 Post-Medieval 

An evaluation at RAF Uxbridge in 1992 revealed Post-Medieval features 
including several bedding pits, remains of a drain, a foundation for an early 
wall and an isolated pit which contained one sherd of post medieval pottery. 

Natural brickearth was observed at a height of 46.58m - 53.40m OD. 

 
TQ 0668 

8361 
MLO63032 & 

ELO4384 

25 Modern 

RAF Uxbridge was developed as a major armaments training school at the 
end of the First World War, and then in the 1920's as a recruit training centre 
for the RAF. The site was developed in the grounds of Hillingdon House, and 
contains a number of the original buildings. Prior to the development of the 

base the site was used as a Canadian Convalescent Camp. 

 
TQ 06434 

83668 
MLO98517 

26 
Post-Medieval to 

Modern 

An evaluation at RAF Uxbridge in 2012 which comprised 46 trenches, 
revealed remains associated with the early development of RAF Uxbridge in 

the C20 and a ditch and gully of a C17 date. 
 

TQ 06286 
83758 

ELO12965 
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AB No. Period Description Status NGR Reference No. 

27 
Post-Medieval to 

Modern 

An evaluation at Brunel University in 2004 which comprised 19 trenches, 
revealed features associated with the C19 greenhouses located on the site 

during its former use as a nursery and soils, contemporary with the 
construction of the University, which had also involved terracing the land. 

Natural was observed at a height of 32.35-40.68m OD. 

 
TQ 06214 

82662 
ELO2539 

28 Mutli-Period 

Cowley Archaeological Priority Area could reveal information on any early 
settlement around Cowley, particularly Roman occupation near the church. It 

could also reveal whether there was an earlier Manor House nearer the 
church. 

APA 
TQ 0606 

8174 
DLO36179 

29 Mutli-Period 
Hillingdon Common Archaeological Priority Area could provide information on 
the development of Hillingdon village and the earlier history of Coney Green. 

APA 
TQ 0690 

8261 
DLO36178 

30 Mutli-Period Hillingdon Village Conservation Area CA   

31 Mutli-Period Brunel University Lecture Theatre Grade II LB 
TQ 06023 

82688 
1400162 

 


