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Summary of Green Belt Assessment 
This Annex Report contains the assessment pro forma for the defined sub-areas 
within the Green Belt (Figure A1). Table A1 summarises the assessment for the 
sub-areas. The context for, approach to and conclusions of these assessments can 
be found in the accompanying Green Belt Review Stage 2 report.   
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Table A1 Sub-Area Assessment Summary 

Sub-Area (Purpose 1&2) 
Criteria a 

Score 

(Purpose 1&2) 
Criteria b 

Score 

(Purpose 1&2) 
Criteria c 

Score 

Purpose 3 
Score 

Overall Score Strategic Role Recommended 

SA-1a Pass 1 1 2 Moderate Less Important Yes 

SA-1b Pass 0 0 1 Weak Less Important Yes 

SA-4a Pass 1 1 1 Weak Less Important Yes (in isolation or as strategic 
cluster) 

SA-4b Pass 1 1 0 Weak Important Yes (as strategic cluster only) 

SA-4c Pass 1 1 2 Moderate Important Yes (as strategic cluster only) 

SA-4d Pass 1 1 2 Moderate Less Important Yes (in isolation or as strategic 
cluster only) 

SA-4e Pass 1 0 2 Moderate Less Important Yes 

SA-7a Fail N/A 0 1 Weak Important Yes (in combination only) 

SA-8a Fail N/A 0 1 Weak Less Important Yes (in isolation or in combination) 

SA-8b Fail N/A 0 1 Weak Less Important Yes (in isolation or in combination) 

SA-8c Fail N/A 0 1 Weak Less Important Yes (in isolation or in combination) 

SA-9a Fail N/A 0 0 Weak Less Important Yes 

SA-10a Fail N/A 0 2 Moderate Less Important Yes 

SA-11b Fail N/A 0 1 Weak Less Important Yes (in combination only 

SA-11c Fail N/A 0 3 Moderate Less Important Yes (in combination only 

SA-13a Pass 5 1 2 Strong Important No 

SA-13b Pass 5 3 3 Strong Important No 

SA-14a Pass 1 1 3 Moderate Important No 
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Sub-Area (Purpose 1&2) 
Criteria a 

Score 

(Purpose 1&2) 
Criteria b 

Score 

(Purpose 1&2) 
Criteria c 

Score 

Purpose 3 
Score 

Overall Score Strategic Role Recommended 

SA-15a Pass 1 1 2 Moderate Less Important Yes (in isolation or as strategic 
cluster) 

SA-15b Pass 1 1 2 Moderate Less Important Yes (as strategic cluster only) 

SA-15c Pass 1 1 2 Moderate Less Important Yes (as strategic cluster only) 

SA-15d Pass 1 1 1 Weak Less Important Yes (as strategic cluster only) 

SA-15e Pass 0 1 1 Weak Less Important Yes (in isolation or as strategic 
cluster) 

SA-15f Fail N/A 1 0 Weak Less Important Yes (as strategic cluster only) 

SA-16a Pass 3 1 1 Moderate Less Important Yes 

SA-18a Pass 3 1 1 Moderate Less Important Yes 

SA-19a Pass 3 1 2 Moderate Less Important Yes 

SA-21a Pass 5 1 1 Strong Important No 

SA-21b Pass 3 1 2 Moderate Less Important Yes 



SA-1a

SA-4a

SA-1b

SA-4b
Contains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-1a

Heston 
The sub-area is bounded by Hayes Road to the north,
commercial development to the north-east, Southall Lane
to the east, the M4 to the south and The Parkway (A312)
to the west. Inner boundaries: north and north-east.
Outer boundaries: south, east and west.

22.2

SA-1a  5

Views of sub-area facing south-east from southern part of sub-area with views of lake and surrounding vegetation.

Views of sub-area facing north-east from north-western part of sub-area with views of Western International Market.

1



Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Pass 1  1  2

The inner boundary edges between the Greater London built-up area and the sub-area to the north and north-east are readily
recognisable though predominantly not necessarily permanent. The M4 and A312 provide durable outer boundary features for
Greater London to the south and west, which are likely to regularise built form and prevent outward sprawl. The Green Belt
therefore provides an additional barrier to sprawl.

The sub-area is located at the edge of Greater London built-up area with physical connections on its the northern and north-
eastern boundaries.

The sub-area forms a less essential part of the gap between the Greater London large built-up area and Harlington large built-up
area.  It is judged that the gap is of sufficient scale, that the removal of the sub-area would not result in physical or perceptual
merging between neighbouring built-up areas.

Built form is concentrated in the north-western part of the sub-area and comprises Western International Market. In this north-
western part of the sub-area the topography is flat and longer distance views into the countryside are restricted by built form
within the sub-area. In the north-western part of the sub-area there are several urbanising influences including visual links to
commercial and retail buildings.
The southern part of the sub-area is of a different character, comprising scrubland and a lake. The topography of the southern
part of the sub-area is undulating. This rising topography and surrounding vegetation prevents any long distance views into the
wider open countryside. This southern part of the sub-area is predominantly enclosed, however there is a visual and physical
connection to the Western International Market in the north-western part of the sub-area.
Overall, this combination of more rural and urban uses within the sub-area creates a CIAT character.

Approximately 23% of the sub-area is covered by built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes moderately overall. The sub-area passes (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, performs weakly against (Purposes 1 and 2)
criteria b and c, and performs moderately against Purpose 3.

SA-1a  6



Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs similarly against Purpose 3 compared to the General Area. Howevr, the sub-
area plays a slightly stronger role against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, b and c   due to its urban character and connection to the
large built-up area .
The sub-area does not adjoin any other sub-areas.
The release of sub-area 1a is unlikely to alter the performance of the wider Green Belt as there is a limited connection with the
countryside due to its location directly adjoining the M4 and The Parkway (A315) to the south and  west respectively. The M4
along the southern boundary and the existing built form in the north-west prevents longer views and connections to the wider
countryside in the south and west. As a result, even the more rural part of the sub-area in the south is enclosed by built form
with very limited connection to the wider countryside.
If removed in isolation, the Green Belt designated gap between the Greater London large built-up area and the Harlington large
built-up area would be reduced slightly. However, as the north-western part of the sub-area is already significantly built out and
the sub-area adjoins the M4 in the south which acts a barrier, it is unlikely that its release will significantly increase the likelihood
of merging between settlements.
As it is located on the borough boundary, the sub-area may be impacted by potential Green Belt releases in the neighbouring
authority of the London Borough of Hillingdon. The Hillingdon Green Belt Assessment (2013) did not identify any parcels for
release adjacent to the sub-area. However, if SA-1a is recommended for release, the impact on the neighbouring Green Belt
would need to be considered.

Overall, the sub-area plays an important role with respect to the General Area, however its release is unlikely to significantly
harm the performance of the wider Green Belt due to its enclosure by significant barriers and the presence of extensive existing
built form.

The inner boundaries are predominantly readily recognisable but not necessarily permanent.  The outer boundaries are
predominantly readily recognisable and likely to be permanent.

If the sub-area was released, it would result in the designation of a stronger Green Belt boundary than the existing inner Green
Belt boundary.

SA-1a  7

Fail  0  0  2



Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs moderately against NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released, it would result in the designation of a stronger boundary compared to the existing inner Green Belt
boundary.
Recommended for further consideration, as RA-1a.

SA-1a  8

Recommended area Legend
Not Recommended
Recommended as
strategic cluster

Recommended in
isolation

Recommended for
further consideration
in combination



SA-4a

SA-1b

SA-4b
Contains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-1b

Heston 
The sub-area is bounded by Convent Way to the north,
North Hyde Lane to the east, the regular backs of
residential properties and gardens along Chhokar
Crescent to the south-east, an immature broken tree line
to the south which runs adjacent to an embankment and
a commercial development to the west. Inner boundaries:
north, east, west. Outer boundary: south.

3.9

SA-1b  9

Views of sub-area facing west from west of sub area with views of park, green space and built form adjoining sub-area in the north.

Views of sub area facing east from eastern part of sub-area with views of green space, park, car park within sub-area, the adjoining
residential dwellings and the eastern boundary.

1



Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Pass 0  0  1

The sub-area is enclosed by a large built-up area and does not prevent sprawl.

The sub-area is located at the edge of Greater London built-up area with physical connections on its north, east and west
boundaries.

As the sub-area lies within the Greater London built-up area, it makes no discernible contribution to the separation of
neighbouring built-up areas in physical or perceptual terms.

Built form is sporadic and includes a children's play area and a car park. The rest of the sub-area comprises landscaped green
space.
There are several urbanising influences including strong visual links to residential developments along Convent Way. There are
some views to the surrounding countryside to the south due to the broken immature tree line. However, this is limited due to the
rising topography of the adjacent land in the south, which creates a sense of enclosure.
Overall, although only 10% of the sub-area is covered by built form, the strong connection to Greater London, the managed
landscape and sense of enclosure contributes to an urban character.

Approximately 10% of the sub-area is covered by built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes weakly overall. The sub-area passes (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and performs weakly against (Purposes 1 and 2)
criteria b and c, and Purpose 3.

SA-1b  10



Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs similarly against (Purposes 1 and 2) criteria c compared to the General Area.
However, the sub-area plays a stronger role against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and b and a lesser role against Purpose 3
compared to the General Area due to the more urban character and enclosed nature of the sub-area.
The sub-area does not adjoin any other sub-areas.
Due to its location directly adjoining Greater London to the north, east and west, its removal is unlikely to alter the performance
of the wider Green Belt. The rising topography of the land in the south along the southern boundary prevents longer views and
connections to the wider countryside.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area and if released, is unlikely to significantly
harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner boundaries are predominantly readily recognisable and likely to be permanent. The outer boundary is formed of weak
features, which lack durability.

If the sub-area was released, it would result in the designation of a weaker Green Belt boundary than the existing inner Green
Belt boundary. The new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be permanent.

SA-1b  11

Fail  0  0  2



Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs weakly against NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released, the new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be
permanent.
Recommended for further consideration, as RA-1b.

SA-1b  12

Recommended area Legend
Not Recommended
Recommended as
strategic cluster

Recommended in
isolation

Recommended for
further consideration
in combination



SA-4a
SA-4b

SA-1a

Contains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-4a

Heston 
The sub-area is bounded by the M4 to the north, an
unbroken mature tree line to the east, edges of
commercial developments to the south, regular backs of
residential properties and gardens along the High Street,
Crane Lodge Road and Southall Lane to the south-west,
and Southall Lane to the west. Inner boundaries: north,
south and south-west. Outer boundaries: east and west.

12

SA-4a  13

Views of sub-area facing east from southern part of sub-area with views of a sports club.

Views of sub-area facing east from north-western part of sub-area with views of sports pitches.

4



Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Pass 1  1  1

The inner boundary edges between the Greater London built-up area and the sub-area to the north, south and south-west are
predominantly readily recognisable though not necessarily permanent. The Parkway (A312) to the west and M4 to the north-west
provide durable outer boundary features for the Greater London built-up area which are likely to regularise built form and prevent
outward sprawl. The Green Belt therefore provides an additional barrier to sprawl.

The sub-area is located at the edge of Greater London built-up area, with physical connections on its north, south and south-
western boundaries.

The sub-area forms a less essential part of the gap between the Greater London built-up area and Harlington large built-up area.
It is judged that the gap is of sufficient scale that the removal of the sub-area would not result in physical or perceptual merging
between neighbouring built-up areas.

Built-form is concentrated in the western part of the sub-area and includes sports facilities with associated car park. The rest of
the sub-area comprises sports pitches and tennis courts, which contribute towards a more urban, managed feel.
The sub-area topography is predominantly flat, and longer distance views across open countryside are interrupted by unbroken
mature tree lines. There are several urbanising influences including visual links to built form to the south and built form within the
sub-area itself.
Overall the sub-area has an urban character.

Approximately 18% of the sub-area is covered by built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes weakly overall. The sub-area passes (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and performs weakly against (Purpose 1 and 2)
criteria b and c and Purpose 3.

SA-4a  14



Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs similarly against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, b and c compared to the
General Area. However, the sub-area plays a lesser role against Purpose 3,  due to its urban character.
The sub-area adjoins SA-4b to the east. The removal of the sub-area in isolation is unlikely to impact on the performance of SA-
4b due to its relative enclosure by unbroken mature tree lines in a less essential part of the gap between the Greater London
built-up area and Harlington large built-up area. Due to its relative enclosure by the Greater London built-up area on its northern,
southern and south-western boundaries, its removal in isolation is unlikely to alter the performance of the wider Green Belt.
SA-4a, 4b, 4c and 4d could be released in combination in order to regularise development form as each sub-area performs
either weakly or moderately against Green Belt purposes and could function as a strategic release without impacting on the
wider Green Belt. This is due to the presence of the M4 which prevents sprawl to the north and The Parkway (A312) which
prevents sprawl to the west. The release of a cluster of SA-4a, 4b, 4c and 4d would not reduce the gap between the Greater
London built-up area and Harlington large built-up area.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area and if released, in isolation or in
combination with SA-4b, SA-4c and SA-4d,  is unlikely to significantly harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner boundaries are predominantly readily recognisable and likely to be permanent. The outer boundary features are
readily recognisable but not likely to be permanent.

If the sub-area was released in isolation, it would result in the designation of a weaker Green Belt boundary than the existing
inner Green Belt boundary. The new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be
permanent.
If the sub-area was released in combination with SA-4b, SA-4c and SA-4d, it would result in the designation of a stronger Green
Belt boundary than the existing inner Green Belt boundary.

SA-4a  15

Pass  1  1  2



Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs weakly against the NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released in isolation, the new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and
likely to be permanent. If the sub-area is released in combination with SA-4b, SA-4c and SA-4d it would result in a stronger
Green Belt boundary compared to the existing inner Green Belt boundary.
Recommended for further consideration in isolation, as RA-4a or in combination with SA-4b, SA-4c and SA-4d, as strategic
cluster RS-4.

SA-4a  16

Recommended area Legend
Not Recommended
Recommended as
strategic cluster

Recommended in
isolation

Recommended for
further consideration
in combination



SA-4b

SA-4a

SA-4c

SA-4d

Contains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-4b

Heston 
The sub-area is bounded by the M4 to the north, M4 slip
road and adjacent mature tree line to the east, Phoenix
Way and adjacent unbroken mature tree line to the south
and a unbroken mature tree line to the west. Inner
boundary: south. Outer boundaries: north, east and west.

7.2

SA-4b  17

Views of sub-area facing west from eastern part of sub-area with views of petrol station forecourt and the tree line along M4.

Views of sub-area facing north-east from centre of sub-area with views of the petrol station.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Pass 1  1  0

The inner boundary edge between the Greater London built-up area and the sub-area to the south is readily recognisable but not
necessarily permanent. However, the M4 to the north provides a durable outer boundary feature for the Greater London built-up
area adjacent to the sub-area, which is likely to regularise built form and prevent outward sprawl.
As the sub-area already contains significant built form, representing encroachment into Green Belt land, the Green Belt therefore
provides an additional barrier to further intensification and sprawl.

The sub-area is located at the edge of Greater London built-up area with physical connections on its southern boundary.

The sub-area forms a less essential part of the gap between the Greater London built-up area and Harlington large built-up area.
It is judged that the gap is of sufficient scale, that the removal of the sub-area would not result in physical or perceptual merging
between neighbouring built-up areas.

Built-form covers the majority of the sub-area and includes a motorway service station (Heston Services Westbound), Travelodge
and petrol station. The rest of the sub-area comprises small areas of landscaped grass and trees.
The sense of openness is diminished by existing built form and the M4 as well as unbroken mature tree lines which restrict
longer views to the countryside in the north, east and west.
Overall the extensive built form with the site and urbanising influence of the M4 result in an urban character.

Approximately 33% of the sub-area is covered by built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes weakly overall. The sub-area passes (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and performs weakly against (Purpose 1 and 2)
criteria b and c and Purpose 3.

SA-4b  18



Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs similarly against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, b and c compared to the
General Area. However, the sub-area plays a lesser role against Purpose 3, which is due to its urban character.
The sub-area adjoins SA-4a to the west and SA-4c to the east. The removal of the sub-area in isolation is unlikely to impact on
the performance of SA-4a or SA-4c due to its relative enclosure by unbroken mature tree lines in a less essential part of the gap
between the Greater London built-up area and Harlington large built-up area. However, due to its location, its removal would
create a 'hole' in the Green Belt, which is likely to alter the integrity of the wider Green Belt.
SA-4a, SA-4b, SA-4c and SA-4d could be released in combination in order to regularise development form as each sub-area
performs either weakly or moderately against Green Belt purposes and could function as a strategic release without impacting
on the wider Green Belt. This is due to the presence of the M4 which prevents sprawl to the north and The Parkway (A312)
which prevents sprawl to the west. The release of a cluster of sub-areas SA-4a, SA-4b, SA-4c and SA-4d would not reduce the
gap between Greater London built-up area and Harlington large built-up area.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area however if released in isolation, is likely
to significantly harm the performance of the wider Green Belt. If released in combination with SA-4a, SA-4c and SA-4d, it is
unlikely to significantly harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner boundaries are readily recognisable but not necessarily permanent. The outer boundary features are predominantly
readily recognisable and likely to be permanent.

If the sub-area was released in isolation, it would result in the designation of a predominantly stronger Green Belt boundary than
the existing inner Green Belt boundary.
If the sub-area was released in combination with SA-4a, SA-4c and SA-4d, it would result in the designation of a stronger Green
Belt boundary than the existing inner Green Belt boundary.

SA-4b  19
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Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs weakly against the NPPF purposes and makes an important contribution to the integrity of the wider
Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released in combination with SA-4a, SA-4c and SA-4d it would result in a stronger Green Belt boundary
compared to the existing inner Green Belt boundary.
Recommended for further consideration in combination with SA-4a, SA-4c and SA-4d, as strategic cluster RS-4.
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SA-4d

SA-4b SA-4c

Contains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-4c

Heston 
The sub-area is bounded by the M4 to the north and an
unbroken mature tree line and a M4 slip road to the
south, east and west.  Inner boundary: southern tip.
Outer boundaries: north, east and west.

1.8

SA-4c  21

Aerial view showing sub-area boundary and surrounding land uses. Aerial photography used as a result of limited access to sub-area.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Pass 1  1  2

The inner boundary edge between the Greater London built-up area and the sub-area to the south is readily recognisable but not
necessarily permanent. However, the M4 to the north provides a durable outer boundary feature for the Greater London built-up
area adjacent to the sub-area, which is likely to regularise built form and prevent outward sprawl.
The Green Belt therefore provides an additional barrier to further intensification and sprawl.

The sub-area is located at the edge of the Greater London built-up area with physical connections on its southern boundary.

The sub-area forms a less essential part of the gap between the Greater London built-up area and Harlington large built-up area.
It is judged that the gap is of sufficient scale, that the removal of the sub-area would not result in physical or perceptual merging
between neighbouring built-up areas.

The sub-area comprises a tree-covered verge which acts as an island between M4 slip roads.
There are urbanising influences on all sides of the sub-area in the form of busy roads and limited connections to the wider
countryside.
Overall the sub-area has a CIAT character.

The sub-area is not covered by any built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes moderately overall. The sub-area passes (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, performs weakly against (Purpose 1 and 2)
criteria b and c and moderately against Purpose 3.
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Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs similarly against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, b and c and Purpose 3
compared to the General Area.
The sub-area adjoins SA-4b to the west and SA-4d to the east. The removal of the sub-area in isolation is unlikely to impact on
the performance of SA-4b or 4d due to its relative enclosure by unbroken mature tree lines in a less essential part of the gap
between the Greater London built-up area and Harlington large built-up area. However, due to its location, its removal in
isolation would create a 'hole' in the Green Belt which is likely to alter the integrity of the wider Green Belt.
As a cluster, sub-areas SA-4a, SA-4b, SA-4c and SA-4d could be released in combination in order to regularise development
form as each sub-area performs either weakly or moderately against Green Belt Purposes and could function as a strategic
release without impacting on the wider Green Belt. This is due to the presence of the M4 which prevents sprawl to the north and
The Parkway (A312) which prevents sprawl to the west. The release of a cluster of sub-areas 4a, 4b, 4c and 4d would not
reduce the gap between Greater London built-up area and Harlington large built-up area.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area however if released in isolation, is likely
to significantly harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.  If released in combination with SA-4a, SA-4b and SA-4d, it is
unlikely to significantly harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner boundaries are readily recognisable but not necessarily permanent. The outer boundary features are in part readily
recognisable and likely to be permanent.

If the sub-area was released in isolation, it would result in the designation of Green Belt boundaries which are in part readily
recognisable and likely to be permanent, and in part readily recognisable but not likely to be permanent. The new boundary
would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be permanent.
If the sub-area was released in combination with SA-4a, SA-4b and SA-4d, it would result in the designation of a stronger Green
Belt boundary than the existing Green Belt boundary.
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Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs moderately against the NPPF purposes and makes an important contribution to the integrity of the wider
Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released in combination with SA-4a, SA-4b and SA-4d, it would result in the designation of a stronger Green
Belt boundary than the existing Green Belt boundary.
Recommended for further consideration in combination with SA-4a, SA-4-b and SA-4d, as strategic cluster RS-4.
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SA-4d
SA-4b SA-4c

SA-1b

SA-4e
Contains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-4d

Heston 
The sub-area is bounded by the M4 to the north, North
Hyde Lane to the east, regular backs of residential
properties and gardens along The Vale and Northfield
Road as well as an unbroken mature tree line to the
south, and M4 slip road to the west. Inner boundaries:
east and south. Outer boundaries: north and west.

8.1

SA-4d  25

Views of sub-area facing north-west from centre of sub-area with views of scrubland and woodland.

Views of sub-area facing north-west from eastern part of sub-area with views of Hyde Park Hotel.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Pass 1  1  2

The inner boundary edges between the Greater London built-up area and the sub-area to the east and south are predominantly
readily recognisable and likely to be permanent and the M4 to the north and The Parkway (A312) further west provide durable
outer boundary features for the Greater London built-up area which are likely to regularise built form and prevent outward sprawl.
As the sub-area already contains built form, representing encroachment into Green Belt land, the Green Belt therefore provides
an additional barrier to further intensification and sprawl.

The sub-area is located at the edge of Greater London built-up area with physical connections on its eastern and southern
boundaries.

The sub-area forms a less essential part of the gap between the Greater London built-up area and Harlington large built-up area.
It is judged that the gap is of sufficient scale, that the removal of the sub-area would not result in physical or perceptual merging
between neighbouring built-up areas.

Built-form is concentrated in the eastern part of the sub-area and comprises the Heston Hyde Hotel with associated car parking.
The rest of the sub-area comprises landscaped grounds associated with the hotel and a large area of dense woodland to the
west.
The sub-area topography is predominantly flat and longer distance views across to residential properties to the east and south
are uninterrupted. Views to the wider countryside are restricted by dense woodland in the west and a mature unbroken tree line
to the north. There are several urbanising influences including built form within the sub-area. The surrounding built form
combined with the dense woodland creates a sense of enclosure.
Overall the sub-area has a CIAT character.

Approximately 17% of the sub-area is covered by built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes moderately overall. The sub-area passes (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and performs weakly against (Purpose 1 and 2)
criteria b and c and moderately against Purpose 3.
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Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs similarly against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, b and c and Purpose 3
compared to the General Area.
The sub-area adjoins SA-4c to the west. The removal of the sub-area in isolation is unlikely to impact on the performance of SA-
4c due to its relative enclosure by dense woodland in a less essential part of the gap between the Greater London built-up area
and Harlington large built-up area. Due to its small scale, its removal is unlikely to alter the performance of the wider Green Belt.
As a cluster, sub-areas SA-4a, SA-4b, SA-4c and SA-4d could be released in combination in order to regularise development
form as each sub-area performs either weakly or moderately against Green Belt Purposes and could function as a strategic
release without impacting on the wider Green Belt. This is due to the presence of the M4 which prevents sprawl to the north and
The Parkway (A312) which prevents sprawl to the west. The release of a cluster of sub-areas SA-4a, SA-4b, SA-4c and SA-4d
would not reduce the gap between Greater London built-up area and Harlington large built-up area.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area and if released, in isolation or in
combination with SA-4a, SA-4b and SA-4c, is unlikely to significantly harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner and outer boundaries are predominantly readily recognisable and likely to be permanent.

If the sub-area was released in isolation, it would result in the designation of a Green Belt boundary of similar strength as the
existing inner Green Belt boundary.
If the sub-area was released in combination with SA-4a, SA-4b and SA-4c, it would result in the designation of a Green Belt of
stronger Green Belt boundary than the existing inner Green Belt boundary.
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Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs moderately against NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released in isolation, it would result in the designation of a similar boundary compared to the existing inner 
Green Belt boundary. If the sub-area was released in combination with SA-4a, SA-4b and SA-4c, it would result in the 
designation of a stronger Green Belt boundary.
Recommended for further consideration in isolation, as RA-4d or in combination with SA-4a, SA-4b and SA-4c, as strategic 
cluster RS-4.
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SA-4e

SA-4a SA-4dSA-4b

Contains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-4e

Heston 
The sub-area is bounded by Cranford Lane to the north,
regular backs of residential properties and gardens along
Brabazon Road to the east, an unbroken mature tree line
to the south-east, Bath Road (A4) to the south, The
Parkway (A312) to the west and the High Street to the
north-west. Inner boundaries: north, east, south-east,
south and west. Outer boundary: north-west.

43.7

SA-4e  29

Views of sub-area facing north from south-eastern boundary with views of open land and surrounding residential dwellings.

Views of sub-area facing west from southern boundary with views of southern boundary and open land.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Pass 1  0  2

The inner boundary edges between the Greater London built-up area and the sub-area to the north, east, south-east, south and
west are predominantly readily recognisable and likely to be permanent. The Parkway (A312) to the west and M4 to the north
provide durable outer boundary features for the Greater London built-up area which are likely to regularise built form and prevent
outward sprawl. The Green Belt therefore provides an additional barrier to sprawl.

The sub-area is located at the edge of Greater London built-up area, with physical connections on its north-western boundary.

As a result of its relative enclosure by the Greater London built-up area, the sub-area makes no discernible contribution to the
separation of neighbouring built-up areas, in physical or perceptual terms.

Built-form is sporadic in the south and north-west of the sub-area. This includes areas of hardstanding used for car parking. The
rest of the sub area is open, comprising fields and dense vegetation.
The sub-area topography is predominantly flat and there are longer distance views across open fields to adjacent residential
properties.
Overall the sub-area has a CIAT character.

Approximately 2% of the sub area is covered by built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes moderately overall. The sub-area passes (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and performs weakly against (Purpose 1 and 2)
criteria b and c and moderately against Purpose 3.
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Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs a similar role against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria b and Purpose 3 compared to
the General Area. However, the sub-area performs a weaker role against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria c, which is due to its relative
enclosure by the Greater London built-up area.
The sub-area does not adjoin any other sub-areas.
Due to its relative enclosure by the Greater London built-up area, its removal is unlikely to alter the performance of the wider
Green Belt.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area and if released, is unlikely to significantly
harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner boundaries are predominantly readily recognisable and likely to be permanent. The outer boundary is recognisable
but not necessarily permanent.

If the sub-area was released, it would result in the designation of a weaker Green Belt boundary that the existing inner Green
Belt boundary. The new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be permanent.
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Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs moderately against NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released, the new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be
permanent.
Recommended for further consideration as RA-4e.
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SA-8a

SA-7a

Contains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-7a

North Feltham 
The sub-area is bounded by the south-eastern edge of
the Causeway (A312) to the south-east and Great South-
West Road (A30) to the north. The south-western
boundary cuts across dense vegetation cover and follows
the edge of an industrial unit. The north-western
boundary of the site is irregular, cutting across an
industrial unit, hardstanding, part of Ariel Way and the
western edge of the Causeway (A312). Inner boundaries:
north and north-west. Outer boundaries: south-east and
south-west.

2

SA-7a  33

Views of sub-area facing south-west from within Crane Valley Park with views of woodland and adjacent industrial buildings.

Views of sub-area facing north-west from eastern boundary with views of recycling and waste plant.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Fails N/A  0  1

N/A

The sub-area is not at the edge of a built-up area, in physical or perceptual terms.

As the sub-area lies within the Greater London built-up area, it makes no discernible contribution to the separation of
neighbouring built-up areas in physical or perceptual terms.

Built-form is concentrated along the north-western and north-eastern parts of the site. This includes an industrial unit and
hardstanding (demolition site).The rest of the sub-area comprises dense woodland, which forms part of the wider Crane Valley
Park.
There are several urbanising influences including built form and roads within the sub-area itself, with no views to surrounding
countryside.
Overall the sub area has an urban character.

Approximately 29% of the sub area is covered by built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes weakly overall. The sub-area fails (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, therefore is not assessed against (Purpose 1 and 2)
criteria b. The sub-area performs weakly against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria c and Purpose 3.

SA-7a  34



Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs a similar role against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, b and c and Purpose 3
compared to the General Area.
The sub-area adjoins SA-8a to the north-east. The removal of the sub-area in isolation is unlikely to alter the performance of
SA-8a as it is almost entirely within Greater London built-up area and there are currently no longer views or connections to the
wider countryside.
However, the removal of SA-7a in isolation would have an 'islanding' effect on SA-8a, which would harm the integrity of wider
Green Belt. In combination with SA-8a, the removal of the sub-area is unlikely to impact on the performance of the wider Green
Belt.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area and if released, in combination with SA-
8a, is unlikely to significantly harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner boundaries are predominantly formed of weak features which lack durability. The outer boundary features are in part
readily recognisable and likely to be permanent.

If the sub-area was released, in isolation or in combination with SA-8a, it would result in the designation of a stronger Green Belt
boundary than the existing inner Green Belt boundary.
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Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs weakly against NPPF purposes but makes an important contribution to the integrity of the wider Green
Belt.
If the sub-area is released, in combination with SA-8a, it would result in the designation of a stronger boundary compared to the
existing inner Green Belt boundary.
Recommended for further consideration in combination with SA-8a as RC-7.
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SA-8a

SA-7a

Contains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-8a

North Feltham 
The sub-area is bounded by the Great South-West Road
(A30) to the north, intermittent hedgerow to the north-
east, Chester Road to the east, Warwick Road to the
south-east, Green Lane to the south-west and the
Causeway (A312) to the west.  Inner boundaries: north,
east, south-east and south-west. Outer boundary: west.

2.5
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Views of sub-area facing north from southern part of sub-area with views of the western boundary and managed park.

Views of sub-area facing south-east from northern part of sub-area with views of surround residential dwellings and urban park.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Fails N/A  0  1

N/A

The sub-area is not at the edge of a built-up area, in physical or perceptual terms.

As the sub-area lies within the Greater London built-up area, it makes no discernible contribution to the separation of
neighbouring built-up areas in physical or perceptual terms.

Built-form is sporadic in the south-east of the sub-area. This includes an area of hard landscaping and paths. The rest of the sub-
area comprises managed parkland, which contributes towards a more urban managed feel.
The sub-area topography is predominantly flat and there are visual links to neighbouring residential properties and surrounding
roads which provide an urbanising influence.
Overall the sub-area has an urban character.

Approximately 2% of the sub-area is covered in built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes weakly overall. The sub-area fails (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, therefore is not assessed against (Purpose 1 and 2)
criteria b. The sub-area performs weakly against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria c and Purpose 3.
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Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs similarly against  (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, b and c compared to the
General Area. However, the sub-area performs a weaker role against Purpose 3 compared to the General Area ,which is due to
its urban character.
The sub-area adjoins SA-7a to the south west. The removal of the sub-area in isolation is unlikely to alter the performance of
SA-7a as it is almost entirely within Greater London built-up area and there are currently no longer views or connections to the
wider countryside.
As the sub-area is almost entirely within Greater London built-up area, its removal is unlikely to alter the performance of the
wider Green Belt.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area and if released, in isolation or in
combination with SA-7a, is unlikely to significantly harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner boundaries are recognisable but not necessarily permanent. The outer boundary features are readily recognisable
and likely to be permanent.

If the sub-area was released in isolation, it would result in the designation of a stronger Green Belt boundary than the existing
inner Green Belt boundary.
If released in combination with SA-7a, it would result in the designation of a predominantly stronger Green Belt Boundary than
the existing inner Green Belt boundary.  However, parts of the new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily
recognisable and likely to be permanent.
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Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs weakly against NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released in isolation, it would result in the designation of a stronger boundary compared to the existing inner
Green Belt boundary. If released in combination with SA-7a, the new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily
recognisable and likely to be permanent.
Recommended for further consideration in isolation, as RA-8a or in combination with SA-7a, as RC-7.
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SA-8b

SA-8c

Contains OS data © Crown
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Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-8b

North Feltham 
The sub-area is bounded by a commercial development
to the north, Green Lane to the east, Staines Road
(A315) to the south and an unbroken mature tree line to
the west. Inner boundary: north. Outer boundaries: west,
east and south.

3

SA-8b  41

Aerial view showing sub-area boundary and surrounding land uses. Aerial photography used as a result of limited access to sub-area.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Fails N/A  0  1

N/A

The sub-area is not at the edge of a built-up area, in physical or perceptual terms.

As the sub-area lies within the Greater London built-up area, it makes no discernible contribution to the separation of
neighbouring built-up areas in physical or perceptual terms.

Built form is dispersed across the sub-area. This includes a yard and outbuildings associated with the recycling plant.
The sense of openness is diminished by built form to the north, Green Lane to the east, Staines Road to the south and the
mature tree line to the west. These provide urbanising influences and restrict views to the wider countryside in the east, west and
south.
Overall, the sub-area has an urban character.

Approximately 85% of the sub-area is covered by built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes weakly overall. The sub-area fails (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, therefore it is not assessed against (Purpose 1 and 2)
criteria b. The sub-area performs weakly against (Purposes 1 and 2) criteria and Purpose 3.
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Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs similarly against (Purposes 1 and 2) criteria a, b and c compared to the
General Area. However, the sub-area plays a weaker role against Purpose 3 compared to the General Area due to its high
percentage of built form and urban character.
The sub-area adjoins SA-8c to the east. The removal of the sub-area in isolation is likely to alter the performance of SA-8b, as it
will become enclosed by development. However, this impact is likely to be minimal due to the existing built form that covers SA-
8b and extensive existing enclosure of SA-8c.
In combination with SA-8c, the removal of the sub-area is unlikely to impact upon the performance of the wider Green Belt, as
there is existing significant enclosure by the Greater London built-up area and limited connection to the wider countryside in the
south due to Staines Road (A315) and the dense broken mature tree line in the west.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area and if released, in isolation or
combination with SA-8c, is unlikely to significantly harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner boundaries are predominantly readily recognisable but not necessarily permanent. The outer boundaries are partially
readily recognisable and likely to be permanent.

If the sub-area was released in isolation or in combination with SA-8c, it would result in the designation of a Green Belt
boundary of similar strength as the existing inner Green Belt boundary.
If released (in isolation or in combination with SA-8c), the new eastern and western boundaries would require strengthening to
ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be permanent.

SA-8b  43

Fail  0  0  2



Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs weakly against NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released the new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be
permanent.
Recommended for further consideration in isolation, as RA-8b or in combination with SA-8c, as RC-8.

SA-8b  44

Recommended area Legend
Not Recommended
Recommended as
strategic cluster

Recommended in
isolation

Recommended for
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in combination
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Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-8c

North Feltham 
The sub-area is bounded by a unbroken mature tree line
and access road to the north, a broken mature tree line
along the edge of the commercial business park to the
east, Staines Road (A315) to the south and Green Lane
to the west. Inner boundaries: north, east, and north-
west. Outer boundaries: south and south-west.

4.3

SA-8c  45

Views of sub-area facing north-east from centre of sub-area with views of green space and car park.

Views of sub-area facing west from centre of sub-area with views of green space and adjacent Green Lane.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Fails N/A  0  1

N/A

The sub-area is not at the edge of a built-up area, in physical or perceptual terms.

As the sub-area lies within the Greater London built-up area, it makes no discernible contribution to the separation of
neighbouring built-up areas in physical or perceptual terms.

Built form is concentrated in the south-east of the sub-area. This includes the car park, associated with the adjoining business
park. The rest of the sub-area comprises soft landscaping, which contributes towards a more urban managed feel.
The sense of openness is diminished by existing built form which surrounds the sub-area on three sides and Staines Road
(A315) to the south. Longer distance views to the wider countryside and Hounslow Heath in the south are restricted by the
unbroken mature tree line along the A315 Staines Road. The surrounding built form combined with unbroken mature tree lines
create a sense of enclosure with no long views to the wider countryside.
Overall the sub-area has an urban character.

Approximately 13% of the sub-area is covered by built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes weakly overall. The sub-area fails (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, therefore it is not assessed against (Purpose 1 and 2)
criteria b. The sub-area performs weakly against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria c and Purpose 3.
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Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs similarly against (Purposes 1 and 2) criteria compared to the General Area.
However, the sub-area plays a weaker role against Purpose 3 compared to the General Area due to its urban character and
relative enclosure by built form.
The sub-area adjoins SA-8b to the west. The removal of the sub-area in isolation is likely to alter the performance of the
neighbouring sub-area as  SA-8b will become enclosed by development.
In combination with SA-8b, the removal of the sub-area is unlikely to impact upon the performance of the wider Green Belt, as
there is existing significant enclosure by the Greater London built-up area and limited connection to the wider countryside in the
south due to Staines Road (A315) and the dense mature tree line in the west.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area and if released, in isolation or
combination with SA-8b, is unlikely to significantly harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner boundaries are partially readily recognisable but not necessarily permanent. The outer boundaries are readily
recognisable and likely to be permanent.

If the sub-area was released in isolation or in combination with SA-8b, it would result in the designation of a stronger Green Belt
boundary than the existing inner Green Belt boundary.
If released (in isolation or in combination with SA-8b), the new eastern and western boundaries would require strengthening to
ensure they are readily recognisable and likely to be permanent.

SA-8c  47

Fail  0  0  2



Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs weakly against NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released the new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be
permanent.
Recommended for further consideration in isolation, as RA-8c or combination with SA-8b, as RC-8.

SA-8c  48

Recommended area Legend
Not Recommended
Recommended as
strategic cluster

Recommended in
isolation

Recommended for
further consideration
in combination



SA-9a
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Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-9a

North Feltham 
The sub-area is bounded by the edge of Space Waye
Recycling Centre to the north-west, north and north-east,
the edge of the Recycling Centre and Pier Road to the
south-east and Heron Way to the south-west. Inner
boundaries: south-east and south-west. Outer
boundaries: north-west, north and north-east.

0.8

SA-9a  49

Views of sub-area facing north-west from eastern part of sub-area with views of recycling centre and wooded boundary.

Views of sub-area facing south from northern part of sub-area with views of recycling centre and adjoining commercial buildings.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Fails N/A  0  0

N/A

The sub-area is not at the edge of a built-up area, in physical or perceptual terms.

As the sub-area lies within the Greater London built-up area, it makes no discernible contribution to the separation of
neighbouring built-up areas, in physical or perceptual terms.

Built-form covers the majority of the sub-area. This includes hard-standing and infrastructure associated with the Recycling
Centre which contribute to a more urban, managed feel.
The sub-area topography is predominantly flat and there are visual links with surrounding built form.
Longer distance views into the wider open countryside are interrupted by dense woodland. The surrounding built form combined
with dense woodland creates a strong sense of enclosure.
Overall the sub-area has an urban character.

Approximately 94% of the sub-area is covered by built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes weakly overall. The sub-area fails (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, therefore is not assessed against (Purpose 1 and 2)
criteria b. The sub-area performs weakly against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria c and Purpose 3.
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Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs similarly against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, b and c. However, the sub-area
plays a weaker role against Purpose 3 compared to the General Area, which is due to its urban character.
The sub-area does not adjoin any other sub-areas.
Due its small scale and location at the edge of the Green Belt, the removal of SA-9a is unlikely to alter the performance of the
wider Green Belt. The dense tree cover on the north-western, northern and north-eastern boundaries prevents longer views and
connections to the wider countryside.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area and if released, is unlikely to significantly
harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner and outer boundaries are readily recognisable but not necessarily permanent.

If the sub-area was released, it would result in the designation of a Green Belt boundary of similar strength as the existing inner
Green Belt boundary. The new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be
permanent.

SA-9a  51

Fail  0  0  2



Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs weakly against NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released in isolation, the new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and
likely to be permanent.
Recommended for further consideration, as RA-9a.

SA-9a  52

Recommended area Legend
Not Recommended
Recommended as
strategic cluster

Recommended in
isolation

Recommended for
further consideration
in combination



SA-10a

SA-11c
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Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-10a

North Feltham 
The sub-area is bounded by the Great South-West Road
(A30) in the north, Dick Turpin Way in the north-west,
Faggs Road in the south-west and a broken mature tree
line in the south and east. Inner boundaries: north, north-
west, south-west and south-east. Outer boundaries:
north-east and east.

4.5

SA-10a  53

Views of sub-area facing north from south-western part of sub-area with views of paddock field and adjoining road in the west.

Views of sub-area facing east from northern boundary with views of paddock field, sheds and adjoining British Airways site.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Fails N/A  0  2

N/A

The sub-area is not at the edge of a built-up area, in physical or perceptual terms.

As the sub-area lies within the Greater London built-up area, it makes no discernible contribution to the separation of
neighbouring built-up areas in physical or perceptual terms.

Built-form is concentrated in the west of the sub-area, and comprises an aviation support business and storage sheds. The rest
of the sub-area is open, comprising paddock fields.
The sub-area topography is predominantly flat, however longer distance views to wider countryside in the east are restricted by a
broken mature tree line. There are several urbanising influences, including visual links to the A30 and airport infrastructure in the
north, a new development to the west and an industrial park to the south. The surrounding built form creates a strong sense of
enclosure.
Overall, the sub-area has a CIAT character.

Approximately 8% of the sub-area is covered by built-form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes moderately overall. The sub-area fails (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, therefore it is not assessed against (Purpose 1 and
2) criteria b. The sub-area performs weakly against (Purposes 1 and 2) criteria c and moderately against Purpose 3.
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Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs similarly against (Purposes 1 and 2) criteria a, b and c and Purpose 3.
The sub-area does not adjoin any other sub-areas.
Due to its location directly adjoining the Greater London built-up area to the north, north-west and south-west its removal is
unlikely to alter the performance of the wider Green Belt. The mature broken tree line and woodland to the east and built form to
the south prevents longer views and connections to the wider countryside.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area and if released, is unlikely to significantly
harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner boundaries are predominantly recognisable and likely to be permanent. The outer boundaries are predominantly
formed by weak features that lack durability.

If the sub-area was released, it would result in the designation of a weaker Green Belt boundary than the existing inner Green
Belt boundary. The new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be permanent.

SA-10a  55

Fail  0  0  2



Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs moderately against NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released, the new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be 
permanent.
Recommended for further consideration, as RA-10a.

SA-10a  56

Recommended area Legend
Not Recommended
Recommended as
strategic cluster

Recommended in
isolation

Recommended for
further consideration
in combination



SA-11c

SA-11b

Contains OS data © Crown
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Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-11b

North Feltham 
The sub-area is bounded by the Great South-West Road
(A30) to the north-west, an intermittent tree line  to the
north-east, the regular backs of residential properties and
gardens  and Bumbles Pre School along Wellington Road
to the east, Hatton Road to the south and Cains Lane to
the south-west. Inner boundaries: north-west and south-
west.  Outer boundaries: south-east and north-east.

6.5

SA-11b  57

Views of sub-area facing east from northern part of sub-area with views of open green space and adjacent residential dwellings.

Views of sub-area facing north-west from centre of sub-area with views of open green space and surrounding tree line.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Fails N/A  0  1

N/A

The sub-area is not at the edge of a built-up area, in physical or perceptual terms.

As the sub-area lies within the Greater London built-up area, it makes no discernible contribution to the separation of
neighbouring built-up areas in physical or perceptual terms.

Built-form is concentrated in the south-east of the sub-area adjacent to Hatton Road. This includes Bumbles Pre School, a
construction site and residential dwellings. The sub-area is predominantly formed of low quality scrubland with sporadic tree
clusters and public footpaths.
The sub-area topography is predominantly flat, but the sense of openness is diminished by the tree clusters and surrounding
built form. This limits views or connections to the surrounding countryside in the east and south.
Although the sub-area is only covered by 6% built-form, there are several urbanising influences including visual links to the A30
and residential dwellings.
Overall the sub-area has an urban character.

Approximately 6% of the sub-area is covered by built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes weakly overall. The sub-area fails (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, therefore it is not assessed against (Purpose 1 and 2)
criteria b. The sub-area performs weakly against (Purposes 1 and 2) criteria c and Purpose 3.
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Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs similarly against (Purposes 1 and 2) criteria a, b and c compared to the 
General Area. However, the sub-area  plays a lesser role against Purpose 3 compared to the General Area due its more urban 
character.
The sub-area adjoins SA-11c to the south. The removal of the sub-area in isolation will result in increased enclosure of 
SA-11c by built form. However, this is unlikely to impact upon the performance of the SA-11c.
In combination with SA-11c, the removal of the sub-area is unlikely to impact on the performance of the wider Green Belt, as the
area is enclosed by the Greater London built-up area and does not contribute to a gap between built-up areas nor the openness
of the wider countryside.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area and if released in isolation, 
or combination with SA-11c, is unlikely to significantly harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner boundaries are predominantly readily recognisable and likely to be permanent.  The outer boundaries are
recognisable but not necessarily permanent.

If the sub-area was released, it would result in the designation of a weaker Green Belt boundary than the existing inner Green 
Belt boundary. The new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be permanent.

SA-11b  59

Fail  0  0  3



Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs weakly against NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
If the sub-area was released in combination with SA-11c, it would result in the designation of a similar strength boundary 
compared to the existing inner Green Belt boundary.

Recommended for further consideration in combination with SA-11c, as RC-11.

SA-11b  60

Recommended area Legend
Not Recommended
Recommended as
strategic cluster

Recommended in
isolation

Recommended for
further consideration
in combination



SA-11c

SA-11b

SA-10a
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SA-9a

SA-8a

Contains OS data © Crown
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Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-11c

North Feltham 
The sub-area is bounded by Hatton Road to the north,
Faggs Road (A312) and commercial development to the
east, the Duke of Northumberland's River to the south
and The Majory Kinnon School and the edge of
commercial development to the west. Inner boundaries:
east, south-west and north.  Outer boundary: north-west.

77.6

SA-11c  61

Views of sub-area facing north from southern part of sub-area with views of urban farm.

Views of sub-area facing south from northern boundary with views of shrubland and airport infrastructure.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Fails N/A  0  3

N/A

The sub-area is not at the edge of a built-up area, in physical or perceptual terms.

As the sub-area lies within the Greater London built-up area, it makes no discernible contribution to the separation of
neighbouring built-up areas in physical or perceptual terms.

Approximately 7% of the area is covered by built form.
The built form is concentrated in the north-west, west and south-east of the sub-area. This includes Bedfont Sports Club, 
Feltham Ambulance station and the Margery Kinnen School, residential dwellings and commercial/industrial yards. The rest of 
the sub area is open comprising a series of agricultural fields, scrubland, allotments, Bedfont Recreation Ground and Hounslow 
Urban Farm.
The sub-area topography is generally flat with longer distance views across different land uses and surrounding 
development form. Whilst there are no clear views to the wider countryside and several urbanising influences including 
visual links to Radius Park in the east and surrounding residential development in the north, west and south, the scale of the 
sub-area adds to a sense of openess.  

Overall the sub-area has a largely rural character.

The sub-area meets the Purposes moderately overall. The sub-area fails (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, therefore it is not assessed against (Purpose 1 and
2) criteria b. The sub-area performs weakly against (Purposes 1 and 2) criteria c and moderately against Purpose 3.
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Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs similarly against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, b and c and Purpose 3 
compared to the General Area. 
The sub-area adjoins SA-11b to the north. The removal of the sub-area is likely to alter the performance of the neighbouring 
sub-area against Purpose 1 as it will enclose the sub-area on three sides, reducing the role of the sub-area in 
preventing sprawl.
AlIn combination with SA-11b, the removal of the sub-area is unlikely to impact on the performance of the wider Green Belt. 
Athough this sub-area is large with extensive views internally, it is essentially an island of Green Belt enclosed by the Greater 
London Built-up Area. It therefore makes a limited contribution to the wider Green Belt. 

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area and if released, is unlikely to 
significantly harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner boundaries are predominantly recognisable but not necessarily permanent with the exception of the southern
boundary which is both recognisable and likely to be permanent. The outer boundary is readily recognisable but not necessarily
permanent.

If  the sub-area was released in isolation it would result in the designation of a Green Belt boundary of similar strength as the
existing inner Green Belt boundary. The new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely
to be permanent.
If  the sub-area was released in combination with SA-11b, it would result in the designation of a stronger Green Belt boundary
than the existing inner Green Belt boundary.

SA-11c  63

Fail  0  0  3



Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation

Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs moderately against NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green 
Belt. 

If the sub-area was released in combination with SA-11b, it would result in the designation of a similar strength 
boundary compared to the existing inner Green Belt boundary.

Recommended for further consideration in combination with SA-11b, as RC-11.

SA-11c  64

Recommended area
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strategic cluster
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Legend



Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

SA-13a

East Bedfont
The sub-area is bounded by a commercial development
and unbroken mature tree line to the north, the edge of
the water treatment plant and mature tree line to the east,
an unmade road to the south and unbroken mature tree
line to the west. Inner boundaries: north and west. Outer
boundaries: east and south.

8.7

SA-13a  65

Views of sub-area facing north-west from eastern boundary with views of water treatment works and Stanwell Road in distance.

Views of sub-area facing south-west from eastern boundary with views of water treatment works.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Pass 5  1  2

The inner boundary edge between Greater London built-up area and the sub-area to the north and west are not readily
recognisable or likely to be permanent. The A30 prevents sprawl to the south but there are no durable outer boundary features to
the west within a reasonable distance of the sub-area to prevent outward sprawl. The Green Belt is therefore an important barrier
to sprawl.

The sub-area is located at the edge of Greater London built-up area with physical connections on its north and west boundaries.

The sub-area forms a less essential part of the gap between the Greater London built-up area and Ashford / Stanwell / Sunbury-
on-Thames. It is judged that due to its location the removal of the sub-area would not result in physical or perceptual merging
between neighbouring built-up areas.

Built-form is dispersed and includes man made structures and hard standing associated with the water treatment plant.
There are several urbanising influences including visual links to the water towers to the west and commercial units along
Stanwell Road to the north. Due to the dense vegetation along the eastern boundary there are limited views to the surrounding
countryside.
Overall, the sub-area has a CIAT character.

Approximately 12% of the sub-area is covered by built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes strongly overall. The sub-area passes (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and performs strongly against (Purpose 1 and 2)
criteria b, weakly against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria c, and moderately against Purpose 3.
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Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs a lesser role against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria c and Purpose 3 due to its
small scale and CIAT character, and a stronger role against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and b due to the lack of strong outer
boundary features to prevent sprawl.
The sub-area adjoins SA-13b to the east and south. The removal of the sub-area in isolation is likely to alter the performance of
this neighbouring sub-area as it would further enclose SA-13b by built form, reducing its role in preventing sprawl and increasing
its role in protecting the openness of the countryside.
In combination with SA-13b, the removal of the sub-area is likely to impact on the performance of the wider Green Belt, as it
would reduce the gap between Greater London and Ashford / Sunbury-on-Thames / Stanwell.
As it is located on the borough boundary, the sub-area may be impacted by potential Green Belt releases in the neighbouring
authority of the Spelthorne. The Spelthorne Green Belt Assessment Stage 1 (2017) did not identify any areas for consideration
adjacent to the sub-area. However, if SA-13a is recommended for release, the impact on the neighbouring Green Belt would
need to be considered.

Overall, the sub-area plays an important role with respect to the General Area, and its release in isolation or in combination with
SA-13b would harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner and outer boundaries are predominantly readily recognisable but not necessarily permanent.

If  the sub-area was released in isolation, it would result in the designation of a Green Belt boundary of similar strength as the
existing inner Green Belt boundary. The new boundary in the east and south would require strengthening to ensure it is readily
recognisable and likely to be permanent.
If the sub-area was released in combination with SA-13b, it would result in the designation of a stronger Green Belt boundary
than the existing inner Green Belt boundary.

SA-13a  67

Pass  1  3  3



Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs strongly against NPPF purposes and makes an important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
Not recommended for further consideration.
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Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

SA-13b

East Bedfont
The sub-area is bounded by Stanwell Road to the north,
the Great south-west Road (A30) to the east, Staines
Road(A315) to the south, edge of commercial
development in the north-west, edge of water treatment
plant and an unbroken mature tree line to the west and a
broken mature tree line to the south-west. Inner
boundaries: north, east, north-west and south-west.
Outer boundaries: south-east, west and south.

44.6

SA-13b  69

Views of sub-area facing east from centre of sub-area with views of agricultural fields and Great south-west Road.

Views of sub-area facing west from centre of sub-area with views of agricultural fields and Stanwell Road in north-west.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Pass 5  3  3

The inner boundary edges between the Greater London built-up area and the sub-area to the north-west, north, east and south-
west are partially readily recognisable and likely to be permanent. The A30 prevents sprawl to the south but there are no durable
outer boundary features to the west within a reasonable distance of the sub-area to prevent outward sprawl. The Green Belt is
therefore an important barrier to sprawl.

The sub-area is located at the edge of Greater London Built-up area with physical connections on its north, east, north-west and
south boundaries.

The sub-area forms a wider part of the gap between the Greater London built-up area and Ashford / Stanwell / Sunbury-on-
Thames contributing to the overall openness and scale of the gap. It is judged that there may be some scope for development,
without significant physical or perceptual erosion of the gap between neighbouring built-up areas.

Built form is concentrated in the southern part of the sub-area and includes a detached residential dwelling, agricultural buildings
and a cafe. The rest of the sub-area is open comprising large  agricultural fields.
The sub-area topography is predominantly flat, allowing long distance views into the surrounding built-up areas. There are
several urbanising influences including visual links to commercial units, roads and residential dwellings on three sides.
Overall, its large scale and flat open character provides a largely rural character.

Approximately 7% of the sub-area is covered by built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes strongly overall. The sub-area passes (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and performs strongly against (Purpose 1 and 2)
criteria b, and moderately against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria c and Purpose 3.
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Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs similarly against (Purposes 1 and 2) criteria a and c and Purpose 3 compared
to the General Area. However, the sub-area performs a much greater role against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria b, as it comprises a
large part of the gap and due to the lack of strong outer boundary features to prevent sprawl.
The sub-area adjoins SA-13a to the west and north-west. The removal of the sub-area in isolation is likely to alter the
performance this neighbouring sub-area as it would further enclose SA-13a by built form, reducing its role in preventing sprawl
and encroaching upon the openness of the countryside.
In combination with SA-13a, the removal of the sub-area is likely to impact on the performance of the wider Green Belt, as it
would reduce the gap between Greater London and Ashford / Sunbury-on-Thames / Stanwell.
As it is located on the borough boundary, the sub-area may be impacted by potential Green Belt releases in the neighbouring
authority of the Spelthorne. The Spelthorne Green Belt Assessment Stage 1 (2017) did not identify any areas for consideration
adjacent to the sub-area. However, if SA-13b is recommended for release, the impact on the neighbouring Green Belt would
need to be considered.

Overall, the sub-area plays an important role with respect to the General Area, and its release in isolation or in combination with
SA-13a would harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner boundaries are predominantly readily recognisable and likely to be permanent. The outer boundaries are not readily
recognisable and likely to be permanent.

If  the sub-area was released in isolation, it would result in the designation of a weaker Green Belt boundary than the existing
inner Green Belt boundary.
The new boundary in the west and north-west would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be
permanent.
If the sub-area was released in combination with SA-13a, it would result in the designation of a stronger Green Belt boundary
than the existing inner Green Belt boundary.

SA-13b  71

Pass  1  3  3



Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs strongly against NPPF purposes and makes an important contribution to the wider Green Belt. Not 
recommended for further consideration.
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Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-14a

East Bedfont
The sub-area is bounded by Staines Road (A30) to the 
north, a lake to the north-east, Clockhouse Lane (B3003) 
to the east, Ascot Road to the south, a 
predominantly unbroken mature tree line to the 
west. Inner boundaries: north-east and west. Outer 
boundaries: north, east and south.

3.6

SA-14a  73
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Aerial view showing sub-area boundary and surrounding land uses. Aerial photography used as a result of limited access to sub-area.



Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Pass 1  1  3

The inner boundary edges between the Greater London built-up area and the sub-area are predominantly readily recognisable
but not necessarily permanent. However, Bedfont Lakes provide a durable outer boundary feature for the Greater London built-
up area, which is likely to regularise built form and prevent outward sprawl. The Green Belt therefore provides an additional
barrier to sprawl.

The sub-area is located at the edge of Greater London built-up area with physical connections on its north-eastern, eastern and
western boundaries.

The sub-area forms a less essential part of the gap between the Greater London built-up area and Ashford/ Stanwell/ Sunbury-
on-Thames. It is judged that the gap is of sufficient scale, that the removal of the sub-area would not result in physical or
perceptual merging between neighbouring built-up areas.

Less than 1% of the sub-area is covered by built form.
The sub-area comprises areas of woodland and paddock fields.

While there is limited built form within the sub-area, the dense vegetation along all boundaries creates a strong sense of 
enclosure with limited views to the surrounding countryside.
Overall the sub-area has a largely rural character.

The sub-area meets the Purposes moderately overall. The sub-area passes (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and performs moderately against Purpose 3 and
weakly against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria b and c.
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Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs similarly against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, b and c and a stronger 
role against Purpose 3 compared to the General Area.
The sub-area adjoins SA-13b to the north. The removal of the sub-area in isolation is likely to alter the performance of SA-13b 
as the neighbouring sub-area would become further enclosed by the Greater London built-up area. However, Staines Road that 
runs between the sub-areas prevents longer views and connections to the wider countryside. The removal of the sub-area in 
isolation would result in harm to the integrity of the wider Green Belt since it would have an 'islanding' effect on SA-13b and 
adjoining SA-13a.
In combination with SA-13b, the removal of the sub-area is likely to impact on the performance of the wider Green Belt as it 
would reduce the gap between the Greater London built-up area and Ashford/ Sunbury-on-Thames/ Stanwell.

Overall, the sub-area plays an important role with respect to the General Area, and if released in isolation or in combination 
with SA-13b, is likely to harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner boundaries are readily recognisable but not necessarily permanent. The outer boundaries are predominantly readily
recognisable and likely to be permanent.

 If the sub-area was released in isolation, it would result in the designation of a stronger Green Belt boundary than the existing
inner Green Belt boundary.

SA-14a  75

Pass  1  1  2



Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs moderately against NPPF purposes and makes an important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
Not recommended for further consideration.

SA-14a  76



SA-15a

SA-15b

SA-15fContains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-15a

East Bedfont
The sub-area is bounded by the regular backs of
residential properties and gardens along Dudley Road to
the north, a school to the north-east, a broken tree line
that follows the edge of Bedfont Lake to the east, Bedfont
Road to the south, and the regular backs of residential
properties and gardens along Wooldridge Close and
Bedfont Green Close to the west.  Inner boundaries:
north, west and north-east. Outer boundaries: south and
south-east.

8.9

SA-15a  77

Views of sub-area facing south-east from centre of sub-area with views of open park, scrubland and surrounding built form.

Views of sub-area facing north-west from centre of sub-area with views of open park and surrounding residential dwellings.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Pass 1  1  2

The inner boundary edges between the Greater London built-up area and the sub-area to the north, west and north-east are
predominantly readily recognisable and likely to be permanent and the Bedfont Lakes provide durable outer boundary features
for the Greater London within a reasonable distance to the sub-area, which are likely to regularise built form and prevent outward
sprawl. The Green Belt therefore provides an additional barrier to sprawl.

The sub-area is located at the edge of the Greater London built-up area with physical connections on its western, northern and
north-eastern boundaries.

The sub-area forms a less essential part of the gap between the Greater London built-up area and Ashford / Stanwell /Sunbury-
on-Thames. It is judged that the gap is of sufficient scale, that the removal of the sub-area would not result in physical or
perceptual merging between neighbouring built-up areas.

The sub-area is open comprising scrubland and publically accessible natural green space.
The sub-area topography is predominantly flat, with some longer distance views across open fields, interrupted in places by
dispersed mature trees and Bedfont Road in the south. There are several urbanising influences, including visual links to Bedfont
Road in the south and residential dwellings in the north and west.
Overall the sub-area has a CIAT character.

Approximately 2% of the sub-area is covered by built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes moderately overall. The sub-area passes (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, performs weakly against (Purpose 1 and 2)
criteria b and c and moderately against Purpose 3.
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Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs similarly against (Purposes 1 and 2) criteria a, b and c and Purpose 3
compared to the General Area.
The sub-area adjoins SA-15b to the east. The removal of the sub-area in isolation is unlikely to impact on the performance of
SA-15b due to its relative enclosure by built form in a less essential part of the gap and the presence of Bedfont Lake, which
acts as a natural barrier to sprawl.
In combination with SA-15b, the removal of the sub-area is unlikely to impact on the performance of the wider Green Belt as the
sub-areas have close relationships with the built-up area and form the less essential part of the gap between Greater London
and Ashford / Stanwell / Sunbury-on-Thames.
As a cluster, SA-15a, SA-15b, SA-15c SA-15d, SA-15e and SA-15f could be released in combination in order to regularise
development form as each sub-area performs moderately or weakly against Green Belt purposes. In combination, the sub-areas
could function as a strategic release without impacting on the wider Green Belt due to the presence of Bedfont Lakes in the
south that maintains the gap between the Ashford / Sunbury-on-Thames / Stanwell and Greater London built-up areas.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area and if released, in isolation or
combination with SA-15b, SA-15c, SA-15d, SA-15e and SA-15f is unlikely to significantly harm the performance of the wider
Green Belt.

The inner boundaries are readily recognisable and likely to be permanent. The outer boundaries are predominantly recognisable
but not necessarily permanent.

If the sub-area was released, it would result in the designation of a weaker Green Belt boundary than the existing inner Green
Belt boundary. The new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be permanent.

SA-15a  79
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Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs moderately against NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released in isolation the new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and
likely to be permanent.
If the sub-area is released in combination with SA-15b, SA-15c, SA-15d, SA-15e and SA-15f it would result in the
designationation of a strong Green Belt boundary.
Recommended for further consideration in isolation, as RA-15a or in combination with SA-15b, SA-15c, SA-15d, SA-15e and SA-
15f as strategic cluster RS-15.
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SA-15f

SA-15b

SA-15a

SA-15c

SA-15d

SA-16a
Contains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-15b

East Bedfont
The sub-area is bounded by a Fairholme School and
West London Motorcycle Training to the north, a
unbroken mature tree line to the north-east, a commercial
development to the east, a footpath/access track to the
south and a broken tree line to the west that follows the
edge of Bedfont Lake. Inner boundary: north. Outer
boundaries: south, east and west.

6.1

SA-15b  81

Views of sub-area facing north from south-eastern part of sub-area with views of a lake.

Views of sub-area facing north from southern boundary with views of a lake.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Pass 1  1  2

The inner boundary edge between the Greater London built-up area and the sub-area to the north/east is in part readily
recognisable and likely to be permanent. However, the Bedfont Lake provides a durable outer boundary feature for the Greater
London built-up area, which are likely to regularise built form and prevent outward sprawl. The Green Belt therefore provides an
additional barrier to sprawl.

The sub-area is located at the edge of Greater London built-up area with physical connections on its northern boundary.

The sub-area forms a less essential part of the gap between the Greater London built-up area and Ashford / Stanwell /Sunbury-
on-Thames. It is judged that the gap is of sufficient scale, that the removal of the sub-area would not result in physical or
perceptual merging between neighbouring built-up areas.

The sub-area is open, comprising  the managed Bedfont Lake and adjoining woodland to the north.
There is a strong sense of enclosure to  the north and west due to the dense woodland surrounding the lake. Although there is
no built form within the sub-area, there are significant urbanising influences due to the broken tree line along the eastern and
southern boundary, allowing views to the adjoining Heathrow Logistics Park in east and Bedfont Road in the south.
Overall the sub-area has a CIAT character.

Approximately 2% of the sub-area is covered by built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes moderately overall. The sub-area passes (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and performs weakly against (Purposes 1 and 2)
criteria b and c, and moderately against Purpose 3.
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Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs similarly against (Purposes 1 and 2) criteria a, b and c and Purpose 3
compared to the General Area.
The sub-area adjoins SA-15a to the west, SA-15c to the north and SA-15f to the east and south. The removal of the sub-area in
isolation would create a 'hole' in the Green Belt and is likely to impact the performance of the surrounding sub-areas.
If released in combination with 15-a, 15-c and 15-f, there would be a significant impact upon the openness of 15-d and 15-e,
reducing the role of the areas in preventing sprawl.
As a cluster, SA-15a, SA-15b, SA-15c, SA-15f, SA-15d and SA-15e could be released in combination in order to regularise
development form as each sub-area performs moderately or weakly against Green Belt purposes. In combination, the sub-areas
could function as a strategic release without impacting on the wider Green Belt due to the presence of Bedfont Lakes in the
south that maintains the gap between the Ashford / Sunbury-on-Thames / Stanwell and Greater London built-up areas.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area, and its release in isolation would harm
the performance of the wider Green Belt. However its release in combination with, SA-15a, SA-15c, SA-15d, SA-15e and SA-
15f is unlikely to significantly harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner and outer boundaries are partially readily recognisable but not necessarily permanent.

If the sub-area was released, it would result in the designation of a Green Belt boundary of similar strength as the existing inner
Green Belt boundary. The new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be
permanent.

SA-15b  83

Pass  3  1  2



Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area preforms moderately against NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released in combination with SA-15a, SA-15c, SA-SA-15d, SA-15f and SA-15e it would result in the
designationation of a strong Green Belt boundary.
Recommended for consideration for release in combination with SA-15a, SA-15c, SA-SA-15d, SA-15f and SA-15e as strategic
cluster RS-15.
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Not Recommended
Recommended as
strategic cluster

Recommended in
isolation

Recommended for
further consideration
in combination



SA-15f

SA-15d

SA-15c

SA-15b

SA-15e

Contains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-15c

East Bedfont
The sub-area is bounded by regular backs of residential
properties and gardens along Crammond Court and
Eldrick Court to the north, industrial units and an
unbroken mature tree line to the south,  Fairholme
School and West London Motorcycle Training to the west
and a broken mature tree line to the east. Inner
boundaries: north and west. Outer boundaries: east and
south.

2.6

SA-15c  85

View of sub-area facing south from north of sub-area with views of school playing fields and adjoining logistics park and school.

View of sub-area facing south-west from northern boundary with views of school playing fields.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Pass 1  1  2

The inner boundary edges between the Greater London built-up area and the sub-area to the north and north-west are
predominantly readily recognisable and permanent. The Bedfont Lakes provide durable outer boundary features for Greater
London to the south of the sub-area, which is likely to regularise built form and prevent outward sprawl. The Green Belt therefore
provides an additional barrier to sprawl.

The sub-area is located at the edge of Greater London built-up area with physical connections on its northern and north-western
boundaries.

The sub-area forms a less essential part of the gap between the Greater London built-up area and Ashford/Stanwell/Sunbury-on-
Thames. It is judged that gap is of sufficient scale that the removal of the sub-area would not result in physical or perceptual
merging between neighbouring built-up areas.

The sub-area comprises school playing fields and dense vegetation.
The sub-area topography is predominantly flat and there are long views to the Heathrow Logistics Park to the south and the
Greater London built-up area to the north. The views to the wider countryside in the east are restricted by the dense vegetation
and broken mature tree line. There are several urbanising influences including visual links to the adjacent school and the
adjoining Heathrow Logistics Park and the Greater London built-up area
Overall the sub-area has a CIAT character.

Approximately 2% of the area is covered by built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes moderately overall. The sub-area passes (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and performs weakly against (Purposes 1 and 2)
criteria b and c and moderately against Purpose 3.

SA-15c  86



Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs similarly against (Purposes 1 and 2) criteria a and c and Purpose 3 compared
to the General Area. However, the sub-area performs a weaker role against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria b, due to the presence of
the Bedfont Lakes in the south, which act as a strong outer boundary feature.
The sub-area adjoins SA-15b to the south, SA-15d to the north-east and SA-15f to the south-east. The removal of the sub-area
in isolation would likely harm the performance of SA-15d as the area would become enclosed by built form. Its removal would
have a more limited impact on SA-15b and SA-15f due to the dense mature tree line between SA-15c and SA-15b in the south
and the existing built-form within SA-15f in the south east.
As a cluster, SA-15a, SA-15b, SA-15c SA-15d, SA-15e and SA-15f could be released in combination in order to regularise
development form as each sub-area performs moderately or weakly against Green Belt purposes. In combination, the sub-areas
could function as a strategic release without impacting on the wider Green Belt due to the presence of Bedfont Lakes in the
south that maintains the gap between the Ashford / Sunbury-on-Thames / Stanwell and Greater London built-up areas.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area, and its release in isolation would harm
the performance of the wider Green Belt. However its release in combination with, SA-15a, SA-15b, SA-15d, SA-15e and SA-
15f is unlikely to significantly harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner boundaries are predominantly readily recognisable but not necessarily permanent. The outer boundaries are
recognisable but not necessarily permanent.

If the sub-area was released in isolation it would result in the designation of a  Green Belt boundary of similar strength to the
existing inner Green Belt boundary. The new boundary would require some strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable
and likely to be permanent.

SA-15c  87

Pass  3  1  2



Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area preforms moderately against NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released in combination with SA-15a, SA-15b, SA-15d, SA-15f and SA-15e it would result in the
designationation of a strong Green Belt boundary.
Recommended for consideration for release in combination with SA-15a, SA-15b, SA-15d, SA-15f and SA-15e as strategic
cluster  RS-15.

SA-15c  88

Recommended area Legend
Not Recommended
Recommended as
strategic cluster

Recommended in
isolation

Recommended for
further consideration
in combination



Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-15d

East Bedfont
The sub-area is bounded by a public footpath, which runs 
adjacent to the regular backs of residential properties and 
gardens along Elsworth Close, Sandy Drive, Watermead, 
Oak Way and Ambleside Drive to the north. The 
remaining boundaries comprise a broken tree line to the 
east, railway line to the south-east, a broken tree line in 
the south-west and a broken mature tree line in the north-
west. Inner boundaries: north, east and part 
of south-east. Outer boundaries: part of south-east, 
south-west and north-west. 

12.4

SA-15d  89

Views of sub-area facing south from centre of sub-area with views of open recreational space and Heathrow Logistics Park.

View of sub-area facing north-east from centre of sub-area with views of open recreational land and residential development.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Pass 1  1  1

The inner boundary edges between the Greater London and the sub-area to the north, east and south-east are predominantly 
readily recognisable but not necessarily permanent. The water bodies and railway line provides durable outer boundary features 
for the Greater London to the south/south-east of the sub-area, which is likely to regularise built form and prevent outward 
sprawl. The Green Belt therefore provides an additional barrier to sprawl.

The sub-area is located at the edge of the Greater London built-up area with physical connections along its northern, eastern and 
part of south-eastern boundaries.

The sub-area forms a less essential part of the gap between the Greater London built-up area and Ashford/Stanwell/Sunbury-on-
Thames. It is judged that the gap is of sufficient scale that the removal of the sub area would not result in physical or perceptual
merging between neighbouring built-up areas.

Approximately 1% of the area is covered by built form.
The built-form is concentrated in the south east and comprises infrastructure associated with the railway line. The majority of the 
sub-area comprises a large open, managed recreational park.
There are several urbanising influences surrounding the sub-area, including visual links to the Heathrow Logistics Park to the 
south and residential properties to the north and south-east.
Overall, the sub-area has an urban character.

The sub-area meets the Purposes weakly overall. The sub-area passes (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and performs weakly against (Purpose 1 and 2)
criteria b and c and Purpose 3.

SA-15d  90



Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs a similar role against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, b and c compared to the
General Area. However, the sub-area plays a lesser role against Purpose 3 compared to the General Area due to the urban
character which reduces its role protecting the openness of the countryside.
The sub-area adjoins SA-15e to the north, SA-15f and SA-16a to the south and SA-15c to the west. The removal of the sub-
area in isolation would likely harm the performance of SA-15c as the area would become enclosed by built form and it would
increase the role of SA-15-f in preventing sprawl. In addition, it would 'island' SA-15e, creating an irregular development form.
As a cluster, SA-15a, SA-15b, SA-15c, SA-15f, SA-15d and SA-15e could be released in combination in order to regularise
development form as each sub-area performs moderately or weakly against Green Belt purposes. In combination, the sub-areas
could function as a strategic release without impacting on the wider Green Belt due to the presence of Bedfont Lakes in the
south that maintains the gap between the Ashford / Sunbury-on-Thames / Stanwell and Greater London built-up areas.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area, and its release in isolation would harm
the performance of the wider Green Belt, however its release in combination with, SA-15a, SA-15b, SA-15c, SA-15e and SA-15f
is unlikely to significantly harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner boundary is predominantly readily recognisable but not necessarily permanent. The outer boundaries are recognisable 
but not necessarily permanent.

If the sub-area was released in isolation it would result in the designation of a  Green Belt boundary of similar strength to the
existing inner green belt boundary. The new boundary would require some strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and
likely to be permanent.

SA-15d  91

Pass  3  1  2



Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area preforms weakly against NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released in combination with SA-15a, SA-15b, SA-15c, SA-15f and SA-15e it would result in the 
designation of a strong Green Belt boundary.
Recommended for further consideration for release in combination with SA-15a, SA-15b, SA-15c, SA-15f and SA-15e as 
strategic cluster RS-15.

SA-15d  92

Recommended area Legend
Not Recommended
Recommended as
strategic cluster

Recommended in
isolation

Recommended for
further consideration
in combination



SA-15d

SA-15e

SA-15c

Contains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-15e

East Bedfont
The sub-area is bounded by the regular backs of
residential properties and gardens (along Beech Road,
Bridlepath Way and Grovestile Waye) to the north, and
the west (along Bowden Close and Elsworth Close). The
eastern boundary comprises Sandy Drive and Southville
Crescent and the regular back of residential properties
and gardens along Southville Close. The southern
boundary comprises a public footpath. Inner boundaries:
north, east and west. Outer boundary: south.

3.7

SA-15e  93

Views of sub-area facing north west from centre of sun-area with views of recreational park.

Views of sub-area facing north with views of landscapes green space between rows of residential properties.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Pass 0  1  1

The sub-area is enclosed by a large built-up area and does not prevent sprawl.

The sub-area is located at the edge of the Greater London built-up area with physical connections along its northern, eastern and
western boundaries.

The sub-area forms a less essential part of the gap between the Greater London built-up area and Ashford/Stanwell/Sunbury-on-
Thames. It is judged that the gap is of sufficient scale that the removal of the sub area would not result in physical or perceptual
merging between neighbouring built-up areas.

Built-form is dispersed across the sub-area and comprises car parking and access roads. The majority of the sub-area comprises
landscaped green space enclosed by residential properties.
The sense of openness is diminished by existing built form which surrounds this part of the sub-area. There are no views to the
surrounding countryside and a strong connection to the settlement exists.
Overall, the sub-area has an urban character.

Approximately 6% of the area is covered by built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes weakly overall. The sub-area passes (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and performs weakly against (Purposes 1 and 2)
criteria b and c and Purpose 3.

SA-15e  94



Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs similarly against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and c compared to the General
Area. However, the sub-area performs a lesser role against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria b and Purpose 3 compared to the
General Area  due to the smaller scale and enclosure by built form, which reduces the sub-area's role in preventing the merging
of neighbourhoods and creates an urban character.
The sub-area adjoins SA-15d in the south. The removal of the sub-area in isolation would have a limited impact upon the
surrounding Green Belt due to its very limited connection with the wider countryside.
As a cluster, SA-15a, SA-15b, SA-15c SA-15d, SA-15e and SA-15f could be released in combination in order to regularise
development form as each sub-area performs moderately or weakly against Green Belt purposes. In combination, the sub-areas
could function as a strategic release without impacting on the wider Green Belt due to the presence of Bedfont Lakes in the
south that maintains the gap between the Ashford / Sunbury-on-Thames / Stanwell and Greater London built-up areas.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area and if released, in isolation or
combination with SA-15a, SA-15b, SA-15c, SA-15d and SA-15f. is unlikely to significantly harm the performance of the wider
Green Belt.

The inner and outer boundaries are readily recognisable and likely to be permanent.

If the sub-area was released in isolation it would result in the designation of a  Green Belt boundary of similar strength to the
existing inner Green Belt boundary.

SA-15e  95

Pass  3  1  2



Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area preforms weakly against NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released in isolation, it would result in the designation of a similar boundary compared to the existing inner
Green Belt boundary.
If the sub-area is released in combination with SA-15a, SA-15b, SA-15c, SA-15f and SA-15e and SA-15e it would result in the
designationation of a strong Green Belt boundary.
Recommended for further consideration for release in isolation, as RA15e and in combination with SA-15a, SA-15b, SA-15c, SA-
15f and SA-15e as strategic cluster RS-15.

SA-15e  96

Recommended area Legend
Not Recommended
Recommended as
strategic cluster

Recommended in
isolation

Recommended for
further consideration
in combination



Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-15f

East Bedfont
The sub-area is bounded by a broken mature tree line to
the north, a rail line to the south-east, Bedfont Road to
the south-west and Bedfont Lake to the north-west and
west.  Outer boundaries: north, west, north-west, south-
east and south-west.

11

SA-15f  97

Views of sub-area facing north-west from the southern boundary with views of managed green space.

Views of sub-area facing north-east from southern boundary with views of adjacent lake and logistics park within sub-area in the west.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Fails N/A  1  0

N/A

The sub-area is not at the edge of a built-up area, in physical or perceptual terms.

The sub-area forms a less essential part of the gap between the Greater London built-up area and Ashford / Stanwell /Sunbury-
on-Thames. It is judged that the gap is of sufficient scale, that the removal of the sub-area would not result in physical or
perceptual merging between neighbouring built-up areas.

The built form is concentrated in the central part of the sub-area and comprises the Heathrow Logistics Park. The rest of the sub-
area comprises a small area of managed green space in the west and east.
The sense of openness is diminished by existing built-form, which restricts views to countryside in north, west and south.  There
are several urbanising influences around the sub-area including visual links to Bedfont Road in the south-east and the railway
line in the south-west.
Overall, the sub-area has an urban character.

Approximately 49% of the sub-area is covered in built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes weakly overall. The sub-area fails (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and therefore is not assessed against (Purpose 1 and 2)
criteria b. The sub-area performs weakly against (Purposes 1 and 2) criteria c and Purpose 3.

SA-15f  98



Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area preforms a lesser role against (Purposes 1 and 2) criteria a, b and c and Purpose 3
compared to the General Area due to the extensive presence of built form within the sub-area, reducing the sense of openness
and the lack of connection with the Greater London built-up area.
The sub-area adjoins SA-15b and SA-15c in the west, SA-15d in the north and SA-16a in the east. Although this sub-area is
already effectively built out, the removal of the sub-area in isolation would create a 'hole' in the Green Belt and is likely to impact
the performance of the surrounding sub-areas if further intensification was carried out.
As a cluster, SA-15a, SA-15b, SA-15c SA-15d, SA-15e and SA-15f could be released in combination in order to regularise
development form as each sub-area performs moderately or weakly against Green Belt purposes. In combination, the sub-areas
could function as a strategic release without impacting on the wider Green Belt due to the presence of Bedfont Lakes in the
south that maintains the gap between the Ashford / Sunbury-on-Thames / Stanwell and Greater London built-up areas.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area, and its release in isolation would harm
the performance of the wider Green Belt, however its release in combination with, SA-15a, SA-15b, SA-15c, SA-15d and SA-
15e is unlikely to significantly harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The outer boundaries are partially readily recognisable and likely to be permanent.

The sub-area is surrounded by Green Belt land and does not have any existing inner boundaries.

SA-15f  99

Pass  3  1  2



Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs weakly against NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released in combination with SA-15a, SA-15b, SA-15c, SA-15d and SA-15e it would result in the
designationation of a strong Green Belt boundary.
Recommended for consideration for release in combination with SA-15a, SA-15b, SA-15c, SA-15d and SA-15e as strategic
cluster RS-15.

SA-15f  100

Recommended area Legend
Not Recommended
Recommended as
strategic cluster

Recommended in
isolation

Recommended for
further consideration
in combination



Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-16a

East Bedfont
The sub-area is bounded by a railway line to the north-
west, the regular backs of residential properties and
gardens along Redford Close to the east and Bedfont
Road to the south-west. Inner boundary: east. Outer
boundaries: south-west and north-west.

11.5

SA-16a  101

Views of sub-area facing north from the southern boundary with views of landscaping business uses.

Views of sub-area facing north from southern boundary with views of industrial units and residential dwellings.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Pass 3  1  1

The inner boundary edge between the Greater London and the sub-area to the east is readily recognisable and likely to be
permanent. There are no durable outer boundary features within a reasonable distance of the sub-area to prevent outward
sprawl. The Green Belt is therefore an additional  barrier to sprawl.

The sub-area is located at the edge of Greater London built-up area with physical connections on its eastern boundary.

The sub-area forms a less essential part of the gap between the Greater London built-up area and Ashford / Stanwell /Sunbury-
on-Thames. It is judged that the gap is of sufficient scale, that the removal of the sub-area would not result in physical or
perceptual merging between neighbouring built-up areas.

The built form is concentrated in the western and northern parts of the sub-area. This includes industrial, business and
residential uses to the west and Edward Pauling Primary School to the north. The rest of the sub-area comprises Raleigh Park
Open Space.
The sub-area topography is predominantly flat and the surrounding built form, combined with the dense woodland to the south
and north-west create a strong sense of enclosure, with limited views to the wider countryside. In addition to the 14% built form
and managed park, there are several urbanising influences, including visual links to the railway and Bedfont Road in the south-
west.
Overall the sub-area has an urban character.

Approximately 14% of the sub-area is covered by built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes moderately overall. The sub-area passes (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and performs moderately against (Purpose 1 and
2) criteria b and weakly against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria c and Purpose 3.

SA-16a  102



Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs a similar role across (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and b compared to the
General Area. However, the sub-area performs a lesser role across (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria c and Purpose 3 when compared
to the General Area due to the small scale and urban character.
The sub-area adjoins SA-15f and SA-15d to the north-west. The removal of the sub-area in isolation is unlikely to impact on the
performance of SA-15f and SA-15d due to the existing built form within SA-15f and the presence of the railway along the
boundary between SA-15d and SA-16a.
In combination with sub-area SA-15d and SA-15f, the removal of the sub-area is unlikely to impact on the performance of the
wider Green Belt as the sub-areas have close relationships with the surrounding built form, high percentage of built form or form
the less essential part of the gap between Greater London and Ashford / Stanwell / Sunbury-on-Thames.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area and if released is unlikely to significantly
harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner and outer boundaries are readily recognisable and likely to be permanent.

If the sub-area was released , it would result in the designation of a Green Belt boundary of similar strength as the existing inner
Green Belt boundary.

SA-16a  103

Pass  3  3  2



Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs moderately against NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released, it would result in the designation of a similar boundary compared to the existing inner Green Belt
boundary.
Recommended for further consideration as RA-16a.

SA-16a  104

Recommended area Legend
Not Recommended
Recommended as
strategic cluster

Recommended in
isolation

Recommended for
further consideration
in combination



SA-18a

Contains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-18a

Lower Feltham 
The sub-area is bounded by an unbroken mature tree 
line to the east, the edge of a commercial development to 
the south, Hamilton Road to the west and  the regular 
backs of residential properties and gardens along 
Hamilton Road and Hamilton Close to the north. Inner 
boundaries: north. Outer boundary: east, south and west. 

0.9

SA-18a  105

Aerial view showing sub-area boundary and surrounding land uses. Aerial photography used as a result of limited access to sub-area.

18



Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Pass 3  1  1

The inner boundary edges between the Greater London built-up area and the sub-area to the north are 
predominantly readily recognisable and likely to be permanent. There are no durable outer boundary features within a reasonable 
distance of the sub-area  to prevent sprawl. The Green Belt is therefore an additional barrier to sprawl.

The sub-area is located at the edge of Greater London with physical connections on its northern boundary.

The sub-area forms a less essential part of the gap between the Greater London and Ashford / Sunbury-on-Thames / Stanwell.
The sub-area is of a very small scale and adjoins a trailer park to the south, which reduces its significance within the gap.  It is
judged that the gap is of sufficient scale, that the removal of the sub-area would not result in physical or perceptual merging
between neighbouring built-up areas.

Built-form is concentrated in the south west of the sub-area and comprises hardstanding, storage and outbuildings. The rest of
the sub-area comprises scrubland, residential curtilage and mature trees.
The sub-area topography is predominantly flat, however the sense of openness is diminished by dense mature tree lines in the
north and east, a trailer park in the south and the A244 in the west. These features restrict long distance views to the countryside
in the south, west and east.
Overall, the sub-area has an urban character.

Approximately 6% of the sub-area is covered in built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes moderately overall. The sub-area meets (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, performs moderately against (Purpose 1 and 2) 
criteria b and weakly against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria c and Purpose 3.
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Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs similarly against (Purposes 1 and 2) criteria c and Purpose 3 . However, it 
plays a stronger role against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria b compared to the General Area.

The sub-area does not adjoin any other sub-areas. Due to its location directly adjoining Greater London to the north, its removal is 
unlikely to alter the performance of the wider Green Belt. The trailer park along the southern boundary prevents longer views and 
connections to the wider countryside.
As it is located on the borough boundary, the sub-area may be impacted by potential Green Belt releases in the neighbouring 
authority of the Spelthorne. The Spelthorne Green Belt Assessment Stage 1 (2017) did not identify any areas for consideration 
adjacent to the sub-area. However, if SA-18a is recommended for release, the impact on the neighbouring Green Belt would 
need to be considered.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area. Due to the presence of existing 
development on the southern boundary, it is considered that future development would be infill in nature. Its release in isolation 
would not harm the performance of the wider Green Belt. 

The inner boundaries are predominantly readily recognisable and likely to be permanent. The outer boundaries are predominantly 
formed of weak features, which lack durability.

If the sub-area was released, it would result in the designation of a weaker Green Belt boundary compared to the existing inner 
Green Belt boundary. The new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be 
permanent.
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Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation The sub-area performs moderately against the NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt. 

If the sub-area is released, the new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be 
permanent. 
Recommended for further consideration as RA-18a.
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Recommended as
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SA-19a

Contains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-19a

Lower Feltham 
The sub-area is bounded by regular backs of residential
properties and gardens along Harvest Road, April Close,
Sycamore Close, Brookside Close and Deerhurst Close
to the north-west and north-east, a field boundary with a
broken mature tree line to the east, an unbroken mature
tree line to the south-east, Snakey Lane and unbroken
mature tree line to the south and regular backs of
residential properties and gardens along Sunbury Road
to the west. Inner boundaries: north-west, north-east and
west. Outer boundaries: east, south-east and south.

13.3
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Aerial view showing sub-area boundary and surrounding land uses. Aerial photography used as a result of limited access to sub-area.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Pass 3  1  2

The inner boundary edges between the Greater London built-up area and the sub-area to the north-east, west and north-west
are predominantly readily recognisable and likely to be permanent. There are no nearby durable outer boundary features to
regularise development and prevent outward sprawl. The Green Belt therefore provides an additional barrier to sprawl.

The sub-area is located at the edge of the Greater London built-up area with physical connections on its north-eastern, western
and north-western boundaries.

The sub-area forms a less essential part of the gap between the Greater London built-up area and Ashford / Stanwell /Sunbury-
on-Thames. It is judged that the gap is of sufficient scale, that the removal of the sub-area would not result in physical or
perceptual merging between neighbouring built-up areas.

Built-form is concentrated in the southern part of the sub-area and includes an events venue with associated car parking. The
rest of the sub-area comprises recreational parkland.
While there is limited built form within the sub-area, there are strong visual links to residential dwellings around the perimeter of
the sub-area which has an urbanising effect.
Overall the sub-area has a CIAT character.

Approximately 6% of the sub-area is covered by built-form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes moderately overall. The sub-area passes (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and performs moderately against (Purpose 1 and
2) criteria b and weakly against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria c and moderately against Purpose 3.
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Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs a similar role against (Purpose 1 and 2 ) criteria a and b compared to the
General Area. However, the sub-area plays a lesser role against (Purpose 1  and 2) criteria c and Purpose 3  which is due to its
small scale within the wider gap between the Greater London built-up area and Ashford / Stanwell /Sunbury-on-Thames and its
CIAT character.
The sub-area does not adjoin any other sub-areas.
Due to its location directly adjoining the Greater London built-up area to the north-east, west and north-west, its removal is
unlikely to alter the performance of the wider Green Belt. The unbroken mature tree lines on the south-eastern and southern
boundaries prevent longer views and connections to the wider countryside.
As it is located on the borough boundary, the sub-area may be impacted by potential Green Belt releases in the neighbouring
authority of the Spelthorne. The Spelthorne Green Belt Assessment Stage 1 (2017) did not identify any areas for consideration
adjacent to the sub-area. However, if SA-19a is recommended for release, the impact on the neighbouring Green Belt would
need to be considered.

Overall, the sub-area does not play an important role with respect to the General Area and if released, is unlikely to significantly
harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner boundaries are predominantly readily recognisable and likely to be permanent. The outer boundaries are recognisable
but not necessarily permanent.

If the sub-area was released, it would result in the designation of a weaker Green Belt boundary than the existing inner Green
Belt boundary. The new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be permanent.
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Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs moderately against the NPPF purposes and makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released, the new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be
permanent.
Recommended for further consideration as RA-19a.
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SA-21a

Contains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-21a

Hanworth 
The sub-area is bounded by Forest Road to the north-
west and dense tree cover to the north-east, south-east
and south-west. Inner boundary: north-west. Outer
boundaries: north-east, south-east and south-west.

0.8

SA-21a  113

Views of sub-area facing north-west from access track with views of dense woodland and watercourse.

Views of sub-area facing north-west from centre of sub-area with views of Hanworth Park House and grounds.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Pass 5  1  1

The inner boundary edge between the Greater London built-up area and the sub-area to the north-west is readily recognisable
but not necessarily permanent. There are no durable outer boundary features within a reasonable distance of the sub-area to
prevent outward sprawl. The Green Belt is therefore an important barrier to sprawl.

The sub-area is located at the edge of the Greater London built-up area with physical connections on its north-western boundary.

The sub-area forms a less essential part of the gap between the Greater London built-up area and Ashford / Stanwell /Sunbury-
on-Thames. It is judged that the gap is of sufficient scale, that the removal of the sub-area would not result in physical or
perceptual merging between neighbouring built-up areas.

Built-form is concentrated around Hanworth Park House, a vacant/derelict Grade II Listed Building, with associated access road
and hardstanding. The rest of the sub-area comprises managed grassland associated with the property.
There are no views from within the sub-area to the wider countryside due to the dense woodland and vegetation that surrounds
the perimeter of the sub-area.
Overall the sub-area has an urban character.

Approximately 27% of the sub-area is covered by built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes strongly overall. The sub-area passes (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and performs strongly against (Purpose 1 and 2)
criteria b. The sub-area performs weakly against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria c and Purpose 3.
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Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs a similar role against Purpose 3 compared to the General Area. However, the
sub-area plays a stronger role against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, b and c, due to the fact that the General Area is fully
enclosed by the Greater London built-up area while the su-area is primarily surrounded by Green Belt.
The sub-area does not adjoin any other sub-areas.
Due to its location, the removal of the sub-area would result in a 'hole' in the Green Belt which would impact upon the integrity of
the wider Green Belt.

Overall, the sub-area does plays an important role with respect to the General Area and if released, is likely to significantly harm
the performance of the wider Green Belt.

Both the inner and outer boundaries are readily recognisable but not necessarily permanent.

If the sub-area was released, it would result in the designation of a Green Belt boundary of similar strength as the existing inner
Green Belt boundary.  The new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be
permanent.
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Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs strongly against the NPPF purposes and makes an important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
Not recommended for further consideration.
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SA-21b

SA-21a
SA-21a

Contains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location
Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Sub-area

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

Legend

Other sub-areas

Sub-area assessed

Borough boundaries

SA-21b

Hanworth 
The sub-area is bounded by Hounslow Road to the north-
east, the regular backs of residential properties and
gardens along Hounslow Road to the east,  the regular
backs of residential properties and gardens along Park
road and a community centre to the south-east, an
unmade road with broken mature tree line to the south
and a broken mature tree line to the west. Inner
boundaries: north-east, east, south-east. Outer
boundaries: south and west

4.2

SA-21b  117

Views of sub-area facing east from south-western boundary with views of shrubland and public footpath that forms western boundary.

Views of sub-area facing east from north-western boundary with views of shrubland.
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Criteria (a) Land 
parcel is located at 
the edge of a discrete 
built-up area.

Step 4a: Assessment of Sub-area Against NPPF Purposes 1-3
Sub-area 
scores

Sub-area assessments
Purpose (1) To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas & Purpose (2) To prevent neighbouring towns from merging into one 
another

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Criteria (b) Serves 
as a barrier at the 
edge of a discrete 
built-up area in the 
absence of 
another durable 
boundary.

Criteria (c) Restricts 
development that 
would result in 
merging of or 
significant erosion 
of the gap between 
neighbouring built-up 
areas.

Purpose (3) To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment

Protects the 
openness of the 
countryside and is 
least covered by 
development.

Summary

Pass 3  1  2

The inner boundary edges between the Greater London built-up area and the sub-area to the east and south-east are
predominantly readily recognisable and likely to be permanent. The A316 prevents sprawl to the south but there are no durable
outer boundary features to the west within a reasonable distance of the sub-area to prevent outward sprawl. The Green Belt is
therefore an additional  barrier to sprawl.

The sub-area is located at the edge of the Greater London built-up area with physical connections on its north-eastern, eastern
and south-eastern boundaries.

The sub-area forms a less essential part of the gap between the Greater London built-up area and Ashford / Stanwell /Sunbury-
on-Thames. It is judged that the gap is of sufficient scale, that the removal of the sub-area would not result in physical or
perceptual merging between neighbouring built-up areas.

Built-form is concentrated in the centre of the sub-area. This includes areas of hardstanding and storage. The rest of the sub-
area comprises scrubland.
There are several urbanising influences including strong visual links to residential properties to the east, a managed park
(Hanworth Park) to the west, as well as car parks to the north and south.
Overall, the sub-area has CIAT character.

Approximately 16% of the sub-area is covered by built form.

The sub-area meets the Purposes moderately overall. The sub-area passes (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a and performs moderately against (Purpose 1 and
2) criteria b and Purpose 3. The sub-area performs weakly against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria c.
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Step 4b: Strategic Assessment
General Area (GBA) 
Scores

Purpose 1 & 2 Purpose 3
Criteria (a) Criteria (b) Criteria (c)

Assessment of 
wider impact

Summary

Step 4c: Consideration of Boundaries

Summary

Boundaries

At the more granular level, the sub-area performs a stronger role against (Purpose 1 and 2) criteria a, b and c and Purpose 3
compared to the General Area.  This is due to the fact that the General Area is fully enclosed by the Greater London built-up
area, while the sub-area is primarily surrounded by Green Belt.
The sub-area does not adjoin any other sub-areas.
Due to its scale and location directly adjoining Greater London built-up area to the east and south-east, its removal is unlikely to
alter the performance of the wider Green Belt.

Overall, the sub-area plays an important role with respect to the General Area, however if released, is unlikely to significantly
harm the performance of the wider Green Belt.

The inner boundaries are predominantly readily recognisable and likely to be permanent. The outer boundaries are formed of
weak features, which lack durability.

If the sub-area was released, it would result in the designation of a weaker Green Belt boundary than the existing inner Green
Belt boundary. The new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be permanent.
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Step 5: Categorisation & Recommendation
Sub-area category 
& recommendation 

The sub-area performs moderately against the NPPF purposes but makes a less important contribution to the wider Green Belt.
If the sub-area is released, the new boundary would require strengthening to ensure it is readily recognisable and likely to be 
permanent.
Recommended for further consideration as RA-21b.
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Summary of MOL Assessment 
This Annex Report contains the assessment pro forma for the defined general 
areas and sub-areas for MOL assessment within the Green Belt (Figure A2). Table 
A2 summarises the assessment for the general areas and sub-areas. The context 
for, approach to and conclusions of these assessments can be found in the 
accompanying Green Belt Review Stage 2 report.   
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Table A2 General Area and Sub-Area Assessment Summary  

The results in the table below should be read in context with the proforma, which provides understanding on the basis behind the scores given. 

General Area or 
Sub-Area 

Criteria A 
Score 

Criteria B 
Score 

Criteria C & D 
Score 

Overall 
Score 

Recommendation Strategy 

GA-2 4 2 2 4 Re-designation as MOL Enhance, Restore 

GA-3 4 3 3 4 Re-designation as MOL Conserve, Enhance 

GA-7 3 2 3 3 Partial re-designation as 
MOL 

Conserve, Enhance 

GA-8 3 2 2 3 Partial re-designation as 
MOL 

Enhance 

GA-9 4 3 3 4 Partial re-designation as 
MOL 

Conserve, Enhance 

SA-11a 1 1 1 1 No re-designation as MOL Enhance 

GA-21 4 3 4 4 Partial re-designation as 
MOL 

Conserve, Enhance 

GA-22 3 2 3 3 Partial re-designation as 
MOL 

Conserve, Enhance, Restore 

GA-23 4 3 3 4 Re-designation as MOL Conserve, Enhance 

GA-24 4 4 4 4 Partial re-designation as 
MOL 

Conserve, Enhance 
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Contains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location

Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

The parcel has clear boundary edges defined by linear
natural and built elements on all sides: North Hyde Road
to the south, Grand Union Canal to the north, the
Parkway to the east, and the River Crane to the west.

    1.3

Legend
Green Belt General Area (GBA) assessed

View facing north from North Hyde Road at the southern boundary with views of the eastern boundary.

View facing south from the Parkway along the eastern boundary with views of the roadside path and cycleway.

2
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Land between the Grand Union Canal and North Hyde 
Road, along the River Crane and the Parkway. 



Photograph 3

Photograph 4 View facing west from the centre of the parcel with views of the River Crane and riverside vegetation.

View of signage for the London Loop and the Hillingdon Trail within the south-east of the parcel.
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London Plan MOL Criterion B:
'Includes open-air facilities, especially for leisure, recreation, sport, the arts and cultural activities, which serve either the whole
or significant parts of London'

London Plan MOL Criteria C and D:
C: 'Contains features or landscapes (historic, recreational, biodiversity) of either national or metropolitan value'
D: 'Forms part of a Green Chain or link in the green infrastructure network and meets one of the above criteria'

Overall Comment

Criterion A Criterion B Criterion C and D

London Plan MOL Criterion A:
'Contributes to the physical structure of London by being clearly distinguishable from the built-up area'

General Area MOL 
Assessment Scores            4            2            2

Base d  on a re v ie w of ae rial ph otograph y, d e v e lopm e nt is c om plete ly abse nt from  th e  parc e l. Th e only ac c e ssible  part of th e  parc e l is a path  along th e
e aste rn e d ge th at h as strong v isual c onne c tion to th e  Parkway road , wh ic h  prov id e s an urbanising influe nc e .
We ste rn and  north e rn e d ge s are  we ll d e fine d  by th e c h ange  in topograph y re sulting from  ad jac e nt wate rc ourse: Th e  Riv e r Crane  and  Grand Union Canal.
Easte rn and south e rn e d ge s of th e  parc e l are strongly d e fine d  by ad jac e nt road s: Th e  Parkway and  Hyd e  Road .
Wh ilst th e  m ajority of th e parc e l is not c urre ntly ac c e ssible, th e m ixe d  wood land, wh ic h  d om inate s th e  parc e l h as th e  pote ntial to offe r a se nse of
se paration from  th e  ad jac e nt urban are as of S outh all Gre e n and  Haye s Town th at th e parc e l d iv id e s. Landsc ape  v ariation is lim ite d to young riv e rsid e
wood land, and lawn are as with  sporad ic  tre es on th e  south e rn e dge, h owe v e r th e riv e r and c anal banksid e s c reate  som e topograph ic  v ariation.

Th e  road sid e  path  on th e e aste rn e d ge  of th e  parc e l form s part of th e  Lond on Loop and th e  Hillingd on Trail, wh ic h  h av e Lond on wid e  and Borough
im portanc e  respe c tiv e ly. Howe v e r, th e m ajority of th e  parc e l h as no public  ac c e ss nor offe rs re c re ation, sport or c ultural ac tiv ities, th e refore  it d oe s not ac t
as a d e stination and  h as low GI func tionality. Th e  parc e l h as signific ant pote ntial to offe r a d ire c t off-road path  to th e  Grand  Union Canal wh ic h  would
im prov e  th e  expe rie nc e  of borough  and Lond on wid e  long-d istanc e  footpath s, h owe v e r as ac c e ss is c urre ntly lim ite d  it sc ores weakly for c rite rion B
ov e rall.

No part of th e parc e l is d esignate d for e c ologic al or h istoric al im portanc e . Its young m ixe d  wood land  offe rs c om m on plac e  h abitats and  is like ly to
c ontribute to th e  Crane ’s riv e rsid e  wild life  c orrid or, wh ic h  c onne c ts a num be r of LNR's. In ad d ition, wh ilst th e parc e l itse lf is not a re c re ational d e stination,
it is part of a Lond on-wid e  trail. Th e Crane ’s re c re ation and wild life  c orrid or form s part of th e  All Lond on Gre e n Grid  strategy asset out in th e ‘Riv e r Colne
and Crane Area Fram e work 10’ and is th e re fore of Metropolitan im portanc e . As th e m ajority of th e  parc e l is inac c e ssible and base d on v ie ws from  th e
parc e ls e dge it re c e iv e s little or no little  m ainte nanc e , it sc ores weak-m od e rate  (2) for c rite rion C.
Th e  parc e l func tions as a link in th e  Crane riv e rs ‘Gre e n Ch ain’, form ing part of th e  Lond on wid e  ‘Gre e n Grid ’ strategy. It form s th e princ ipal gre e n
c onne c tion betwe e n Cranford  Park to th e south  and Grand  Union Canal to th e north , and  th e re fore is a strategic  nod e  to d e liv e r th e Gre e n Grid strategy
for th e  Crane  Valle y. Howe v e r, its path  ne twork is c urre ntly v e ry lim ite d  . As th e  parc e l m e e ts c rite ria A (sc oring m od e rate-strong) and  form s part of a
gre e n c h ain, th e  parc e l sc ores m od e rate (3) for c rite rion D. As th e  parc e l's re c re ational, e c ologic al and  h istoric  v alue  is not abov e  loc al im portanc e , th is
outwe igh ts its strong c ontribution to a gre e n c h ain and th e refore  th e sc ore for c rite rion C ov e rid e s th e sc ore for D, giv ing an ov e rall sc ore  of 2.

Built d e v e lopm e nt is c om ple te ly abse nt from  th e parc e l. Edge s are  strongly d efine d  by line ar built and  natural e le m e nts, h owe v e r th e se  fe ature s also lim it
ac c e ssibility and c onne c tiv ity to surround ing gre e n spac e s. De nse wood land th at c ov e rs th e m ajority of th e  parc e l h as th e pote ntial to offe r a strong se nse
of se paration from  th e  surround ing urban e nv ironm e nt, h owe v e r th e re  is c urre ntly lim ite d  public  ac c e ss. Form ing part of th e Crane  riv e rs ‘Gre e n Ch ain’ it
c ontributes to th e All Lond on Gre e n Grid strategy. Howe v e r, it c urre ntly pe rform s poorly as a gre e n infrastruc ture asset: offe ring a poor-quality se c tion of
th e  Hillingd on Trail and  Lond on Loop and c om m on wood land h abitat. Ov e rall, th e  parc e l sh ould be re-d e signate d  as MOL base d on its strong se nse of
se paration and  its pote ntial to e nh anc e  th e  Riv e r Crane  re c re ation c orrid or.

(Wh e reby: 1= Weak, 2= Weak-m od e rate, 3 = Mod e rate, 4= Mod e rate-strong, 5= S trong) 

GA-2: Assessment against London Plan MOL Criteria
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Overall Rating
           4



Conserve Enhance Restore

The parcel has sign ifican t poten tial for restoration  an d en han cemen t. Main ten an ce of the vegetation  an d creation  of a riverside path to en able public
access, would have the poten tial to improve recreation al an d biodiversity value. Located on  the route of both the Lon don  Loop an d Hillin gdon  Trail,
such en han cemen ts would con tribute the value of Lon don ’s wider Blue-Ribbon  Network. Whilst the parcel is un likely to form a recreation al destin ation
an d does n ot con tribute to heritage con servation , as a key lin k for the Cran e’s ‘Green  Chain ’ which has Lon don  wide importan ce, the improvemen ts
n oted above would poten tially en able the parcel to score an  overall score of 4.

Yes Yes

GA-2: Strategy and Recommendations
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Location

Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

The parcel has clear boundaries defined by linear natural
and built elements on all sides: North Hyde Road to the
north, M4 to the south, the Parkway to the east, and the
River Crane to the west.

    4.5

Part of Cranford Park between the M4 and North Hyde 
Road, following the River Crane and the Parkway.

Legend
Green Belt General Area (GBA) assessed

View from the eastern boundary facing west into the woodland and electicity substation within the parcel.

View facing north along the eastern edge of the parcel with views of the Parkway road and adjacent pathway.
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London Plan MOL Criterion B:
'Includes open-air facilities, especially for leisure, recreation, sport, the arts and cultural activities, which serve either the whole
or significant parts of London'

London Plan MOL Criteria C and D:
C: 'Contains features or landscapes (historic, recreational, biodiversity) of either national or metropolitan value'
D: 'Forms part of a Green Chain or link in the green infrastructure network and meets one of the above criteria'

Overall Comment

Criterion A Criterion B Criterion C and D

London Plan MOL Criterion A:
'Contributes to the physical structure of London by being clearly distinguishable from the built-up area'

General Area MOL 
Assessment Scores            4            3            3

The parcel is larg e devoid of built developm en t apart from  an  electricity substation .  It h as stron g  lan dscape structure resultin g  from  well-defin ed physical
boun daries from  adjacen t lin ear n atural an d built elem en ts, in  addition  to its woodlan d character, wh ich  defin es the iden tity of th e parcel. Overall, th ese
features en able the parcel to be distin ct from  the adjacen t urban  areas of Hayes Town  to th e east an d South all to the west th at it helps separate.
The den se riverside woodlan d, wh ich  dom in ates the parcel, provides stron g  visual separation  from  the surroun din g  urban  lan dscape.

The south -eastern  h alf of the parcel form s a m in or part of Cran ford Park, wh ich  is recog n ised as a g reen  in frastructure site of at least boroug h
im portan ce th roug h  its desig n ation  as a Coun try Park. The wider Cran ford Park offers recreation al facilities in cludin g  parklan d with  several h istoric relics,
a playg roun d an d car parkin g  facilities. The parcel itself offers a riverside public rig h t of way, wh ich  is desig n ated as part of th e prom oted Cran e Valley
W alk. The rem ain der of the parcel is n ot publicly accessible.

The whole parcel lies with in  an  Archaeolog ical Priority Area ‘Cran ford an d Cran ford Moat’ an d is a Site of Im portan ce for Nature Con servation  (SINC).
Half of th e parcel form s part of ‘Cran ford Park’ a coun try park wh ich offers boroug h  recreation  value. The wider park has several Grade II listed structures,
however as th e m otorway separates th e parcel from  th ese features, the parcel m akes a low con tribution  to con tribute to th eir settin g . The rem ain der of
the parcel is n ot publicly accessible an d receives little or n o m ain ten an ce, however its woodlan d is likely to con tribute towards th e strateg ic wildlife
corridor of th e Cran e River wh ich  con ects serveral LNR's. Overall, the parcel scores an  averag e of m oderate (3).
Located directly on  the ban k of th e River Cran e, the parcel form s part of the river’s ‘Green  Ch ain ’ con tain in g  local path s, an d th erefore con tributes to th e
All Lon don  Green  Grid.  Desig n ated recreation al trails in cludin g  the Lon don  Loop an d Hillin g don  Trail, are close to th e parcel, however th ey use th e
opposite ban k of the River Cran e in  th is locality. As the parcel m eets criteria A as discussed above (scorin g  m oderate-stron g ), an d fun ction s as part of a
g reen  chain , th e overall score for Criterion  D is Moderate-Stron g  (4). As th e parcel's recreation al, ecolog ical an d h istoric value is n ot above district or
boroug h  im portan ce, th is outweig h ts its stron g  con tribution  to a g reen  ch ain  an d therefore th e score for criterion  C overides th e score for criterion  D,
g ivin g  an  overall score of 3.

The parcel is larg ely devoid of built developm en t, with  well-defin ed edg es an d is ch aracterised by woodlan d, resultin g  in  a stron g  sen se of separation
from  the surroun din g  built up areas that it ph ysically separates. As part of a SINC an d a Archaeolog ical Priority Area, th e parcel h as local ecolog ical an d
h istoric im portan ce, con tributin g  to the wider River Cran e wildlife corridor, resultin g  in  boroug h  im portan ce. The south -western  part of th e parcel form s
part of the h istoric Cran ford Coun try Park, wh ich  provides cultural an d recreation al value. Form in g  part of th e Cran e river’s ‘Green  Chain ’ it con tributes to
the All Lon don  Green  Grid strateg y. The n orth -eastern  part of th e parcel is n ot publicly accessible an d th erefore offers n o recreation al value. Overall, as
the parcel provides a stron g  sen se of separation  an d con tributes to the River Cran e recreation  corridor, it sh ould be re-desig n ated as MOL.

(W h ereby: 1= W eak, 2= W eak-m oderate, 3 = Moderate, 4= Moderate-stron g , 5= Stron g ) 

GA-3: Assessment against London Plan MOL Criteria
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Overall Rating
           4



Conserve Enhance Restore

The recreational value of the parcel could be enhanced through exploring the potential to open the north-eastern parcel of land to the public. Expanding
the parcel's network of paths combined with the redirection of the London Loop and Hillingdon Trail could increase the off-road proportion and the
quality /recreational experience of these trails. This would contribute to increasing the legibility  of the Crane’s blue ribbon. The biodiversity  value of the
northern part of the parcel could be enhanced through increasing the maintenance of vegetation, for example providing clearings in the woodland
scrub.

Yes Yes

GA-3: Strategy and Recommendations
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Location

Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

The parcel is bou nded by Cau sew ay Road to the sou th-
east. The w estern bou ndary follow s the edge of the
‘Sou th Cargo Centre’. Parts of the northern edge are
bou nded by the A30 and the remainder cu ts throu gh an
indu strial estate w hich is cu rrently being redeveloped.

         5.3

Land along the River Crane betw een the Cau sew ay and
A30, North Feltham.

Legend
Green Belt General Area (GBA) assessed

View  facing north from the sou thern bou ndary into linear riverside w oodland.

View  facing north-w est w ith view s of the Crane River and riverside w oodland.

7
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Photograph 3

Photograph 4 View facing east along the northern boundary with views of Great South West Road and the entrance to the parcel.

View of the Crane River from the northern parcel boundary facing south.
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London Plan MOL Criterion B:
'Includes open-air facilities, especially for leisure, recreation, sport, the arts and cultural activities, which serve either the whole
or significant parts of London'

London Plan MOL Criteria C and D:
C: 'Contains features or landscapes (historic, recreational, biodiversity) of either national or metropolitan value'
D: 'Forms part of a Green Chain or link in the green infrastructure network and meets one of the above criteria'

Overall Comment

Criterion A Criterion B Criterion C and D

London Plan MOL Criterion A:
'Contributes to the physical structure of London by being clearly distinguishable from the built-up area'

General Area MOL 
Assessment Scores            3            2            3

Th e p a rcel h a s th ree distin ct a rea s for criterio n  A. Th e n orth -ea stern  a rea  is la rgely develo p ed or curren tly un dergo in g co n structio n  for ligh t in dustria l
un its. Th erefore, it fa ils to o ffer a n y co n tra st from surro un din g built develo p men t a n d scores very wea kly for criterio n  A.
Th e so uth -western  a rea  of th e p a rcel forms th e w o o dla n d river corrido r of th e River Cra n e. Th e p ermea ble w o o dla n d w ith  views of th e River Cra n e
p ro vides a  stro n g sen se of p h ysica l sep a ra tio n , w ith  built develo p men t co mp letely a bsen t from th e p a rcel. Views to  surro un din g urba n  develo p men t a re
restricted by well-vegeta ted bo un da ries. Wh ilst th e so uth ern  tip  o f th e p a rcel in cludes n o buildin gs it does co n ta in  a  ca r p a rk a n d a ccess ro a d for a
busin ess p a rk w h ich  sligh tly wea ken s th e so uth ern  edge to  th e p a rcel.

Th e p a rcel h a s th ree distin ct a rea s for criterio n  B. Th e n o rth -ea stern  a rea  a n d th e so uth ern  tip  o f th e p a rcel h a s n o p ublic a ccess. Ba sed o n  o bserva tio n s
from th e p a rcel's edge, th ese tw o a rea s h a ve n o  recrea tio n a l a ssets resultin g in  a  very lo w score for criterio n  B. Th e so uth -western  a rea  o f th e p a rcel
forms p a rt of th e Cra n e Va lley Pa rk, w h ich  is of loca l imp orta n ce, a n d forms p a rt o f th e ‘Lo n do n  Lo o p ’ p ro mo ted lin ea r recrea tio n a l ro ute o f Metro p o lita n
imp o rta n ce.

Th ere a re n o ecologica l, recrea tio n a l or h istoric design a tio n s p resen t, a p a rt from a  SINC in  th e so uth -western  h a lf of th e p a rcel. Th is design a tio n
h igh ligh ts th is a rea ’s co n tributio n  to  th e River Cra n e’s w ildlife corridor w h ich  co n n ects severa l Loca l Na ture Reserves (LNR's). Th erefore, o vera ll th e
p a rcel scores 2 for criterio n  C.
Th e so uth -western  h a lf of th e p a rcel forms p a rt of th e Cra n e river’s ‘green  ch a in ’, co n tributin g to th e All Lo n do n  Green  Grid. Ho wever, it’s a ccessibility is
limited w ith  o n ly tw o  a ccess p o in ts a t eith er en d of th e river. As th e n orth  ea stern  h a lf of th e p a rcel is develo p ed, th e a rea  do es n o t co n tribute to th is green
ch a in  a n d scores wea kly rela tive to th e so uth -western  h a lf. As th e p a rcel meets criteria  A ‘modera tely’, a n d it fun ctio n s a s p a rt o f a  green  ch a in , th e p a rcel
scores 3 for criterio n  D.
As th e p a rcel ma kes a n  imp orta n t co n tributio n  to  th e Cra n e river's 'green  ch a in ', th e score for criterio n  D o verrides th e lo wer score of criterio n  C, givin g a n
o vera ll score of 3.

Overa ll, a s th e n o rth  ea stern  h a lf of th e p a rcel is develo p ed or un der develo p men t it fa ils to deliver th e o p en n ess a n d recrea tio n a l o p p o rtun ities
a sso cia ted w ith  MOL. In  a dditio n , ba sed o n  th e gen era l a bsen ce of design a tio n s suggestin g ecologica l, h erita ge or la n dsca p e va lue, th e a rea  ma kes a
min ima l co n tributio n  to  th e green  in fra structure n etw ork. Th erefore, th e n orth  ea stern  h a lf of th e site w h ich  is develo p ed sh o uld n o t be re-design a ted a s
MOL. Ho wever, th e so uth -western  p a rt o f th e p a rcel h a s a  stro n g sen se of sep a ra tio n  a n d iden tity resultin g from its w o o dla n d a n d riverside ch a ra cter a n d
from th e comp a ra tively grea ter h a bita t in terest recogn ised th ro ugh  th e SINC design a tio n . Th is a rea  forms p a rt of th e Cra n e Va lley Pa rk a n d lies o n  th e
Lo n do n  Lo o p  p ro mo ted recrea tio n a l ro ute. As p a rt o f th e Cra n e’s river ‘green  ch a in ’, w h ich  co n tributes to  th e All Lo n do n  Green  Grid' it h o lds metro p o lita n
imp o rta n ce. Th erefore, ba sed o n  th e p a rcels recrea tio n a l va lue of metro p o lita n  imp orta n ce a n d district level biodiversity va lue, o vera ll th e so uth  western
p a rt o f th e p a rcel,  a p a rt from th e so uth ern  tip , sh o uld be re-design a ted a s MOL.

(Wh ereby: 1= Wea k, 2= Wea k-modera te, 3 = Modera te, 4= Modera te-stro n g, 5= Stro n g) 

GA-7: Assessment against London Plan MOL Criteria
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Overall Rating
           3



Conserve Enhance Restore

The strong tree-lined boundary to the p arcels industrial develop ment should be maintained to retain sep aration for the woodland Crane's river corridor
which is recommended to be re-designated as MOL. Signage to the northern access of the p arcel could be imp roved to identify the direction of the nex t
p art of the River Crane’s recreational corridor. In addition, elements such as benches could be added to encourage ex tended use of the sp ace beyond
a linear walking route. These enhancements would contribute to the imp rovement of the ex p erience of the wider London Loop  route.

Yes Yes

GA-7: Strategy and Recommendations
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Location

Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

The parcel is bounded by strong linear natural and built
elements - Staines Road to the south, the Causeway to
the north and the River Crane to the west. The eastern
boundary is less defined and generally follows the
building line of adjacent trading estates and housing.

    32.2

Land to the east of the River Crane, between Staines
Road and the Causeway, North Feltham.

Legend
Green Belt General Area (GBA) assessed

View facing north of local open space within the northern part of the parcel.

View facing north from the southern part of the parcel with open views of grassland and wooded riverside edge.
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Photograph 3

Photograph 4 View facing north from Staines Road towards a private and partially developed field.

View facing north-east from the western boundary towards wetlands within the parcel.
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London Plan MOL Criterion B:
'Includes open-air facilities, especially for leisure, recreation, sport, the arts and cultural activities, which serve either the whole
or significant parts of London'

London Plan MOL Criteria C and D:
C: 'Contains features or landscapes (historic, recreational, biodiversity) of either national or metropolitan value'
D: 'Forms part of a Green Chain or link in the green infrastructure network and meets one of the above criteria'

Overall Comment

Criterion A Criterion B Criterion C and D

London Plan MOL Criterion A:
'Contributes to the physical structure of London by being clearly distinguishable from the built-up area'

General Area MOL 
Assessment Scores            3            2            2

Overall the parcel is larg ely devoid of developm ent. T h e eastern and south ern parts of the parcel h ave th e weakest edges, th is varies due to localised
erosion from  th e presence of th e trading estates and includes a waste recycling centre and offices. T he eastern boundary varies in character, with som e
edges being well vegetated and clearly defined, w h ilst oth ers are m ore perm eable to surrounding urban developm ent. Hounslow Sports Club on Green
Lane is with in th e parcel, however its building s are ancillary and th erefore are not an urbanising influence.
Areas of th e parcel along the Causeway are with in th e g rounds of a trading estate, providing a poorly defined edge th at has m inim al vegetation cover and
diversity, resulting  in urbanising influences from  both  th e adjacent road and the industrial units.
A sense of separation is notable with in th e west of th e parcel along the River Crane, with  diverse vegetation including m ature trees, g rassland and
wetland reed beds. Strong edge conditions result from  the river bank and riverside woodland planting, w hich also offers screening from  surrounding
urbanising influences. T he parcel contributes to th e separation of adjacent neig hbourhoods: North  Felth am  to the west and Hounslow to the east.

T he parcel contains Hounslow Sports Club com prising of a num ber of football pitches and associated am enities, functioning as a recreational facility of
boroug h -wide im portance. A g reen space in th e northern tip of the parcel, w h ich  functions as a park  without form al signag e, offers a form al playg round
and a sports pitch , w h ich is well connected to local residents. T h e rem ainder of th e parcel has little or no public access, com prising of a derelict g olf
course, private ag ricultural land and trading estates, and th erefore perform s weak ly for criterion B.

Part of th e parcel lies within the SINC ‘th e Crane Corridor’, located along th e River Crane w hich  also connects a num ber of LNR's. T wo g rade II listed
bridges, historic assets of national im portance, are located on th e south ern edge of th e parcel: Baber Bridge and Baber Auxiliary Bridge.  However, the
listing  description of the assets on Historic Eng land does not sug g est th at th e parcel contributes to th e setting s of th ese historic assets. Overall, as th e
parcel currently offers landscape of local value it scores weak-m oderate (2) for criterion C.
Located on th e bank of th e River Crane, th e eastern part of the parcel form s part of the river’s ‘g reen chain’ w h ich contributes to th e All London Green
Grid. It directly adjoins Hounslow Heath, a strategically im portant open space w hich  th e Green Grid aim s to develop as part of a Metropolitan scale park
in the future. However, as access to th e parcel is overall very lim ited it currently offers little g reen infrastructure value. As the parcel m eets criterion A with
a m oderate score and form s part of the Crane rivers g reen chain (althoug h  it needs enhancem ent), it scores weak-m oderate (2) for criterion D overall.
As the parcel's ecolog ical and historic value is not above district im portance, this outweig h ts its strong  contribution to a g reen chain and therefore the
score for criterion C overides th e score for criterion D, giving an overall score of 3.

T he parcel varies in character, with  western areas along th e river scoring the strong est and som e eastern parts scoring substantially weaker. T h e parcel
has a m ixed weak to good sense of openness, with  built developm ent intrusions lim ited to parts of the eastern and south ern boundary. T h e south -eastern
tip of th e parcel is already developed and urban in character, resulting  in a very weak sense of separation and perform ance as a g reen infrastructure
asset. T h e western edge of th e parcel running along th e River Crane contains 2 g rade II listed building s and has local ecological im portance as part of th e
river’s wildlife corridor (SINC). It also contributes to th e river’s ‘g reen chain’ w h ich form s part of th e London wide g reen infrastructure strategy placing
m etropolitan im portance on this asset. A football club and a local g reen space are the only recreational assets, of boroug h and neig h bourhood im portance
respectively. T h e rem ainder of th e parcel has m inim al public access resulting in neg lig ible recreation value.
Overall, m ost of th e parcel sh ould be re-designated as MOL based on th e current and potential contribution to the River Crane recreation and wildlife
corridor. Eastern parts of th e parcel w h ich  are already developed along Staines Road and do not m eet MOL criteria should not be re-desig nated as MOL.

(Whereby: 1= Weak, 2= Weak-m oderate, 3 = Moderate, 4= Moderate-strong, 5= Strong) 

GA-8: Assessment against London Plan MOL Criteria
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Overall Rating
           3



Conserve Enhance Restore

Derelict land alo ng the River Crane has great enhancement po tential as a recreatio nal and bio diversity reso urce, which wo uld co ntribute to  the river’s
‘green chain’ and the Lo ndo n-wide ‘Green Grid’. Oppo rtunities include habitat impro vement and extensio n o f wetlands as no ted in the Ho unslo w BAP,
and the creatio n o f a path netwo rk to  o ffer public access.

Yes

GA-8: Strategy and Recommendations
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Location

Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

The parcel is bounded by the strong linear elements of 
The Causeway to the north, Staines Road in the South 
and the bank of the River Crane to the east. The western 
boundary follows the edge of the North Feltham Trading 
Estate.

    24.2

Land along the west of the River Crane between 
Staines Road and The Causeway, North Feltham.

Legend
Green Belt General Area (GBA) assessed

View facing north of the Crane River and riverside woodland.

View facing west from the eastern boundary with views of balancing reservoir infrastructure and woodland.
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Photograph 3

Photograph 4 View facing north within the centre of the parcel with views of wet woodland and Crane River.

View facing south along the eastern boundary with views of the Crane River and balancing reservoir fencing.
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London Plan MOL Criterion B:
'Includes open-air facilities, especially for leisure, recreation, sport, the arts and cultural activities, which serve either the whole
or significant parts of London'

London Plan MOL Criteria C and D:
C: 'Contains features or landscapes (historic, recreational, biodiversity) of either national or metropolitan value'
D: 'Forms part of a Green Chain or link in the green infrastructure network and meets one of the above criteria'

Overall Comment

Criterion A Criterion B Criterion C and D

London Plan MOL Criterion A:
'Contributes to the physical structure of London by being clearly distinguishable from the built-up area'

General Area MOL 
Assessment Scores            4            3            3

Larg e ly de void of built de ve lopme nt, apart from a cluste r on He ron Way Road including a re cycling  ce ntre  and a fe w building s which are  we ll scre e ne d,
the  parce l offe rs a g ood se nse  of ope nne ss and se paration from urban are as. T he  parce l has a strong and varie d landscape  structure , including we t
mix e d woodland, ope n wate r (Balancing  Re se rvoir) and allotme nts. In addition, the  topog raphic chang e  re sulting from the  Crane  rive r bank provide s a
particularly strong  e aste rn boundary. De nse  planting  on the  re maining e dg e s provide s a strong and impe rme able  boundary, which limits vie ws of
surrounding  de ve lopme nt and the re fore  furthe rs a strong se nse  of se paration.

Public acce ss is limite d to the  e ast of the  parce l along  the  rive r, k nown as the  ‘Donk e y Wood’ se ction of the  Crane  Valle y Park. T he  line ar park forms part
of the  ‘London Loop’ long  distance  re cre ational route  and contribute s to the  strate g ic conne ction be twe e n Hounslow He ath and Cranford Country Park.
Whilst part of the  path re quire s re pair, acce ssibility is othe rwise  g ood, with e ntrance s at e ithe r e nd of the  rive r se ction and to the  we st, which follows the
Duk e  of Northumbe rland’s Rive r conne cting  to local housing .
T he  parce l contains the  ‘Fag g s Road’ allotme nts to the  we st, providing  re cre ation for re side nts within a borough-wide  catchme nt. T he  Balancing  Re se rvoir
offe rs no public acce ss and the re fore  no re cre ational value . Whilst the  re cre ational route  running throug h the  parce l holds London-wide  importance , the
allotme nts are  of boroug h le ve l importance .

T he  majority of the  parce l is a de sig nate d as a SINC and contains important we t woodland habitat as note d in the  Hounslow BAP 2011-2016, which state s
that ‘Donk e y Wood within the  parce l has Me tropolitan e colog ical importance . T he  southe rn tip of the  parce l lie s within an ‘Archae olog ical Priority Are a’
with historic industrial inte re st and possible  pre historic laye rs. T he  parce l also lie s on the  Rive r Crane  g re e n corridor, which conne cts a numbe r of LNR's.
T he re fore , the  district le ve l e colog ical importance  g ive s the  parce l a score  of mode rate  (3) for crite rion C .
Whilst public acce ss is limite d, the  majority of the  parce l is part of the  Rive r Crane  ‘g re e n chain’. In addition, due  to the  conflue nce  of the  Crane  and Duk e
of Northumbe rland rive rs (pre se nting a strate g ic g re e n infrastructure  opportunity to conne ct the  Colne  and Crane  valle ys as part of the  London wide
‘Gre e n Grid’), the  parce l is of strate g ic me tropolitan importance . T he  parce l is part also the  Blue  Ribbon Ne twork (Local Plan 2015), which link s to
Hounslow He ath, a strate g ically important ope n space  which the  All London Gre e n Grid aims to de ve lop as part of a Me tropolitan scale  park in the  future .
As the  parce l me e ts crite rion A (scoring  mode rate -strong) and it lie s on a g re e n chain, its score s mode rate -strong (4) for crite rion D.
As the  parce l's e colog ical and historic value  is not above  district importance , this outwe ig hts its strong  contribution to a g re e n chain and the re fore  the
score  for crite rion C ove ride s the  score  for crite rion D, giving  an ove rall score  of 3.

T he  parce l has a g ood se nse  of ope nne ss, with only localise d building s within the  we st of the  parce l, which are  we ll scre e ne d by tre e s. Whilst the  parce l
is de sig nate d locally for its e cological and historical value , its contribution to the  Rive r Crane 's ‘g re e n chain’ and the re fore  the  All London Gre e n Grid
strate g y of Me tropolitan importance . T he  ‘London Loop’, a re cre ational route  of Me tropolitan importance , runs throug h the  parce l and the  we ste rn tip of
the  parce l provide s allotme nts for the  borough. T he re fore , base d on the  parce l’s re cre ational, historic and biodive rsity value , which contribute s to asse ts
of me tropolitan importance , ove rall the  parce l should be  re -de sig nate d as MOL. Howe ve r, the  small are as of de ve lope d land within the  parce l should not
be  re -de sig nate d as MOL.

(Whe re by: 1= We ak, 2= We ak-mode rate , 3 = Mode rate , 4= Mode rate -strong , 5= Strong ) 

GA-9: Assessment against London Plan MOL Criteria
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Overall Rating
           4



Conserve Enhance Restore

The riverside park ‘Donkey Wood’ should be conserved for its recreational, biodiversity and historical value, which could be improved by the following
small-scale changes: include the replacement of broken boardwalks to improve accessibility, extend the wet woodland habitat as suggested in
Hounslow’s BAP and further interpretation of the parcel’s historical importance.

Yes Yes

GA-9: Strategy and Recommendations
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11a

Contains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location

Boundaries

Area (hectares)

Sub-area
(GBA stage 2)

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

The parcel has clear boundaries defined by roads on
most sides: Hatton Road to the south, A30 to the north
and Faggs Road to the east. The western edge of the
parcel has a less clear boundary, cutting through houses
on Hatton and Willington Road, and scrubland by the
A30.

         9.5

Open and built land between Hatton Road and A30,
adjacent to Hatton Cross tube station, Feltham.

Legend
Green Belt Sub-area assessed

View of publicly accessible open space and encroaching housing facing south-west from northern boundary.

View of ancillary development to Heathrow Airport on the north of the parcel facing west from the A30.

11a
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Photograph 3

Photograph 4 View facing south-west of the parcel's grazed field from the A30 on the northern boundary.

View facing south-east of the parcel's grazed field with wooded boundaries from the A30 on the northern boundary.
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London Plan MOL Criterion B:
'Includes open-air facilities, especially for leisure, recreation, sport, the arts and cultural activities, which serve either the whole
or significant parts of London'

London Plan MOL Criteria C and D:
C: 'Contains features or landscapes (historic, recreational, biodiversity) of either national or metropolitan value'
D: 'Forms part of a Green Chain or link in the green infrastructure network and meets one of the above criteria'

Overall Comment

Criterion A Criterion B Criterion C and D

London Plan MOL Criterion A:
'Contributes to the physical structure of London by being clearly distinguishable from the built-up area'

General Area MOL 
Assessment Scores  1  1  1

Around half of the parcel comprises of built development including residential uses and businesses associated with the adjacent Heathrow airport, which
limits the sense of openness for much of the parcel. The grazed field within the centre of the parcel has strong boundaries formed by dense tree and
hedge lines, which offers small-scale experiences of openness. Overall, the wider parcel boundary is interrupted with built development that fragments the
physical structure of the landscape. Along the south-western boundary, built development is continuous within and outside the parcel, blurring the
definition of the settlement edge.

Public access to the parcel and therefore recreational value is very limited. The one piece of land with public access is small area of open lawn, which an
accessible for a small number of immediate residents and was observed as being used for dog walking. This area is also known as a spotting point for
planes departing from Heathrow, however overall it functions mainly at a local level and does not offer a wide range of recreational opportunities.

The majority of the parcel contains no designated features of historic, recreational or biodiversity importance. The south-western tip is designated as a
SINC, which based on observations is unmanaged scrubland. Other vegetation types on the site may support common habitats, these vegetation types
include hedgerows, tree lined field edges, mown and grazed grass. Based on the partial  SINC designation and also characteristics observed on site, the
parcel scores an overall weak-moderate (2) for criterion C. As the parcel does not form part of a green chain and within the parcel itself public access is
very fragmented, this results in a weak (1) score for criterion D. Based on the parcels particuarly poor contibution to a green chain, this outweights its
district level ecological designation, therefore the score for criterion D overides the score for criterion C, giving an overall score of 1.

The parcel has an overall poor sense of openness, with around half comprising of built development which fragments and erodes the remaining open
space. Most of the parcel has no public access apart from a small green which serves a small number of local residents. A small part of the parcel is
designated as a SINC, which links to other green spaces offering local ecological value.
Overall, as around half of the parcel is developed land and the remaining land performs weakly in terms of openness and recreational value, the parcel
should not be re-designated as MOL land.

(Whereby: 1= Weak, 2= Weak-moderate, 3 = Moderate, 4= Moderate-strong, 5= Strong) 

SA-11a: Assessment against London Plan MOL Criteria
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Conserve Enhance Restore

The biodiversity and recreational value of open land within the parcel could be enhanced through the introduction of additional public rights of ways and
better management of the SINC.

Yes

SA-11a: Strategy and Recommendations
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Contains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location

Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

The parcel is bounded by Country Way road to the south,
and back gardens of houses along Uxbridge Road to the
north and Hounslow Road to the east. The western
boundary follows residential housing and a business park
along Elmwood Avenue and Forest Road.

        77.3

Land between Feltham and Hanworth, including
Hanworth Park, between Uxbridge Road and Country
Way road.

Legend
Green Belt General Area (GBA) assessed

View facing east from the centre of the parcel with views of Hanworth Park and its sports facilities.

View facing south-west within Hanworth Park with views of open grassland and grade II* listed St Georges Church.

21
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Photograph 3

Photograph 4 View facing north from the centre of Hanworth Park with views of Grade II listed Hanworth Park House.

View facing north-west from the northern boundary with views of Feltham College and sports facilities.
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London Plan MOL Criterion B:
'Includes open-air facilities, especially for leisure, recreation, sport, the arts and cultural activities, which serve either the whole
or significant parts of London'

London Plan MOL Criteria C and D:
C: 'Contains features or landscapes (historic, recreational, biodiversity) of either national or metropolitan value'
D: 'Forms part of a Green Chain or link in the green infrastructure network and meets one of the above criteria'

Overall Comment

Criterion A Criterion B Criterion C and D

London Plan MOL Criterion A:
'Contributes to the physical structure of London by being clearly distinguishable from the built-up area'

General Area MOL 
Assessment Scores            4            3            4

Ove rall th e  parce l is large ly d e void  of d e ve lopm e nt. How e ve r, th e  south e rn e d ge  along Country Way road h as be e n e rod e d  by com m unity infrastructure
includ ing a St Mich ae l Ste ine r Sch ool, Hanw orth  village  h all and  th e  various sports club h ouse s. How e ve r, as th e se  build ings are standalone  and  w ith in
large  ground s or sports pitch es, th e  e ffe ct on ope nne ss of th e  parce l is lim ite d . Oth e r m ore local incursions along th e  north e rn e dge includ e Fe lth am
com m unity colle ge  build ings, Hanw orth  le isure  ce ntre  and  library, and a social club. Hanw orth  Park House lies on th e  w e ste rn e dge, h ow e ve r th e  se lf-
containe d  and  w ood e d  nature  of its grounds contribute s to m aintaining a good se nse  of ope nness and se paration.
In ge ne ral, th e  parce l h as cle arly d e fine d  w ood e d  bound ary e dge s, w h ich  in ad d ition to m ound ing on th e  w e ste rn e dge, cre ates a good se nse of
se paration from  surround ing urban se ttle m e nts for use rs of Hanw orth  Park. Dive rse  vege tation, includ ing w ood land  blocks and  ope n grassland , and  long
range  ope n vie w s provid e s a strong id e ntity and se nse  of ope nness w ith in large parts of th e  parce l.

Hanw orth  Park form s m ost of th e  parce l and  offe rs a d ive rse range  of re cre ational activitie s of local to d istrict le ve l im portance , includ ing ch ild re n’s play, a
m od e l flying zone , football and  rugby pitch e s and cricke t facilitie s. In ad d ition, obse rvations on th e  site  visit suggeste d th at Hanw orth  Park w as particularly
w e ll-use d and be ne fitte d  local com m unity facilitie s, includ ing th e  sch ools local to th e  parce l, w h ich  use th e  site  for play and sports.
Th e re  are  good public access points on m ost sid e s of th e  parce l from  and to resid e ntial areas, h ow e ve r a small d e re lict site  on th e  easte rn bound ary
lim its conne ctivity to Hounslow  R oad . Th e  parce l also connects to th e  line ar recre ational corrid or of th e  R ive r Crane .

Th e  m ajority of th e  parce l is d esignate d as a SINC and is locate d w ith in th e  ‘SSSI Im pact R isk Zone ’ of th e  SSSI Ke m pton Nature  R e se rve locate d
around 700m  to th e  south . Th e  parce l form s part of th e  se tting of tw o grad e  II liste d  build ings locate d w ith in th e  site , Th e  R e ctory and  Hanw orth  Park
House, w h ich  are  nationally im portant h e ritage  asse ts. Base d  on h istoric m aps from  th e  National Library of Scotland , th e  w h ole of Ham w orth  Park w as
h istorically part of th e  parkland s of Hanw orth  Park House. In ad d ition, th e  grad e II* liste d St Ge orges Ch urch  is locate d  ad jace nt to w e ste rn boundary,
w h ich  is visible  in long range  vie w s across th e  parce l. Base d  on its d istrict le ve l of e cological d e signation and h igh  le ve ls of h istoric d esignations th e
parce l scores strong m od e rate  (4) for crite rion C.
Th e  parce l h as a good ne tw ork of local path s and  access points on m ost sid e s be ne fitting local re sid e nts. It also fulfils a strategic function as part of a
non-d esignate d gre e n ch ain of local gre e n spaces to th e  R ive r Crane , a line ar recre ational corrid or of Me tropolitan significance. As th e  parce l form s part
of a local gre e n ch ain and m e e ts crite ria A, B and  C, it scores m od e rate  (3) for crite rion D. Th e  parce ls national h e ritage  significance outw e igh ts its local
le ve l im portance as a gre e n ch ain, th e re fore  th e  score for crite rion C ove rid e s th e  score for crite rion D, giving an ove rall score  of 4.

Th e  parce l h as a strong se nse  of ope nness w ith  a cle ar id e ntity and is d istinct from  th e  built-up area, e ve n th ough  th e re  are som e local intrusions
includ ing a colle ge . Ove rall, th e  parce l functions upto borough  le ve ls as a gre e n infrastructure, ecological and  re creational asse t. As part of a local gre e n
ch ain linking to th e  R ive r Crane , th e  parce l is a strategic gre e n infrastructure resource of borough  im portance . Its function as a re creational d e stination is
lim ite d  to borough  value, h osting sports pitch e s and club h ouse s for se ve ral local football and  rugby team s.  How e ve r, as th e parce l form s a key part of
th e  se tting and conte xt of tw o grad e  II liste d  build ings, and one grad e  II* liste d  build ing, its strong h e ritage significance  outw e igh s low e r score s of oth e r
crite ria.
Ove rall, th e  parce l sh ould be  re -d e signate d  as MOL base d  on its strong se nse  of ope nness, re creational value and nationally significant h e ritage
im portance. How e ve r, th e  sm all are as of d e ve lope d  land  w ith in th e  parce l sh ould not be re -d esignate d as MOL.

(Wh e reby: 1= Weak, 2= Weak-m od e rate, 3 = Mod e rate , 4= Mod e rate -strong, 5= Strong) 

GA-21: Assessment against London Plan MOL Criteria
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Overall Rating
           4



Conserve Enhance Restore

The grade II listed Hanworth House, is on the heritage as risk register but presents a possible opportunity (subject to business case) in the context of
Heritage Lottery Fund (HLF) conservation grant funding and restored links to the park to benefit the identity of the wider Hanworth Park.
The vegetation diversity of Hanworth Park should be retained to conserve its ecological value. Derelict land on the eastern edge of the parcel should
either be restored as part of Hanworth Park, subject to a needs assessment and business case.

Yes Yes

GA-21: Strategy and Recommendations
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Contains OS data © Crown
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Location

Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

The parcel is bounded by strong linear elements to the
north and east: South West railway line and the River
Crane. The southern and western boundaries are formed
by Great Chertsey Road, Uxbridge Road and Harlington
Road East, between which the parcel wraps around
housing within Feltham.

    47.7

Land between the South West Railway line, Feltham
settlement and the Crane River.

Legend
Green Belt General Area (GBA) assessed

View facing west from the north of the parcel with views of post industrial young birch woodland.

View facing north from the north of the parcel with views of woodland and informal pathways.
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Photograph 3

Photograph 4 View facing east from the northern boundary with views along the River Crane.

View facing north-east from the southern part of the parcel with views of open space and school.
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London Plan MOL Criterion B:
'Includes open-air facilities, especially for leisure, recreation, sport, the arts and cultural activities, which serve either the whole
or significant parts of London'

London Plan MOL Criteria C and D:
C: 'Contains features or landscapes (historic, recreational, biodiversity) of either national or metropolitan value'
D: 'Forms part of a Green Chain or link in the green infrastructure network and meets one of the above criteria'

Overall Comment

Criterion A Criterion B Criterion C and D

London Plan MOL Criterion A:
'Contributes to the physical structure of London by being clearly distinguishable from the built-up area'

General Area MOL 
Assessment Scores            3            2            3

Ove rall, de ve lopme nt is g e ne rally abse nt from the  parce l. Howe ve r, the  we ste rn e dg e  has various intrusions including De  Brome  School and a
gymnastics ce ntre . The  e dg e  of a ware house  building e ncroache s into the  parce l in the  north-e aste rn e xte nts, howe ve r this has a minor e ffe ct on the
ove rall ope nne ss. In addition, South We st Middle se x  Cre matorium and garde ns occupie s the  ce ntre  of the  parce l, howe ve r a larg e  amount of the  site  is
we ll-maintaine d ope n g rounds. The  northe rn part of the  parce l is post-industrial land containing  re mnant railway track s, howe ve r substantial scrub and
young birch woodland ve g e tation cove r provide s a natural characte r and se nse  of unde ve lope d landscape .
The  re mainde r of the  parce l has a cle ar se nse  of ope nne ss with a varie d landscape  characte r including block s of woodland, g rassland and mature  rive r
bank ve g e tation along  the  Rive r Crane . The  parce l has a cle arly de fine d woode d or he dg e d boundary along most of its e dg e s which furthe rs the  se nse  of
se paration and block s urban vie ws. The  majority of the  e aste rn boundary is de fine d by the  bank of the  Rive r Crane , which forms a strong  natural e dg e .

The re  are  g ood public acce ss points on the  we ste rn and southe rn side s of the  parce l, howe ve r the re  is no acce ss along  the  northe rn and e aste rn e dg e
whe re  the  South We st railway line  and the  Rive r Crane  runs.
The  south-we ste rn half of the  parce l is lik e ly to function as g re e nspace  at a ne ighbourhood le ve l. Whilst it is not formally de sig nate d as a Local Ope n
Space  in the  Hounslow Local Plan (2015), local sig nag e  re fe rs to the  rive rside  are a as part of Crane  Park, name d ‘Little  Park ’. Whilst the re  was no
e vide nce  of formal sports facilitie s, the  south-we ste rn part of the  parce l provide s a ne twork of we ll-maintaine d pathways, which dire ctly conne ct to
adjace nt local parks and re side ntial are as.
The  northe rn part of the  parce l is poorly conne cte d with no sig nag e  and comprise s of scrubland with little  re cre ational value : the  only acce ss along  the
northe rn e dg e  is an unlit unde rpass.

The  majority of the  parce l is de sig nate d as a SINC, part of which is also a LNR within the  Hounslow Local Plan 2015. The  southe rn half of the  parce l
contains local re cre ational route s including  the  Crane  Valle y Path and comple x  habitats for wildlife . The  e aste rn part of the  parce l also lie s on the  Rive r
Crane  wildlife  corridor, which conne cts a numbe r of othe r LNR's, which give s the  parce l Me tropolitan le ve l e cological sig nificance  base d on the  Hounslow
BAP (2011). Base d on its le ve l of e cological de sig nation and contribution to the  Crane  Corridor the  parce l score s mode rate  (3) for crite rion C.
The  parce l forms part of the  Rive r Crane  ‘g re e n chain’ se t out within the  ‘Colne  and Crane  Action Frame work 10’ within the  All London Gre e n Grid. This
London-wide  strate g y aims for the  parce l to be come  part of a Me tropolitan scale  park in the  future , which conne cts the  re cre ational asse ts of Hounslow
He ath and Crane  Park. Howe ve r, as discusse d above  this conne ction re quire s improve me nt, with a lack of sig nag e  and an unlit unde rpass as the  only
route  to Hounslow He ath. As the  parce l forms part of a Gre e n Chain and me e ts crite ria A and C, it score s mode rate  (3) for crite rion D.
As the  parce l score s 3 for both crite rion C and D, this give s an ove rall score  of 3.

Ove rall, the  parce l has a fair to g ood se nse  of ope nne ss, with intrusions limite d locally to the  we ste rn e dg e  including  school building s. The  impact of the
Cre matorium garde ns on ope nne ss is limite d by the  sparse  nature  of its building s. Variations within the  parce l’s characte r include  the  Crane  Rive r corridor
which has be e n de monstrate d as having e colog ical and pote ntial re cre ational importance  of a Me tropolitan scale . In contrast, the  are a of g rassland along
U x bridg e  Road comprise s of lowe r e cological value , howe ve r its ne twork of paths which conne cts to Hanworth Park offe rs a ne ighbourhood le ve l
re cre ational re source . The  northe rn part of the  parce l which comprise s of post-industrial woodland and scrub contains little  re cre ational value .
Ove rall, the  parce l should be  re -de sig nate d as MOL base d on its g ood se nse  of ope nne ss and its contribution to the  Rive r Crane  re cre ation and wildlife
corridor. Howe ve r, the  small are as of de ve lope d land within the  parce l should not be  re -de sig nate d as MOL.

(Whe re by: 1= We ak, 2= We ak-mode rate , 3 = Mode rate , 4= Mode rate -strong , 5= Strong ) 

GA-22: Assessment against London Plan MOL Criteria
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Overall Rating
           3



Conserve Enhance Restore

The northern p art of p arcel has great recreational p otential through restoration of p ost-industrial land and imp roved connectivity both into and through
the area. Installation of recreational facilities, such as sp orts p itches and children’s p lay facilities, would imp rove this further.
Subject to a needs assessment and business case, the local recreational value of op en grassland off Uxbridge Road could be imp roved through
installation of formal facilities such as sp orts p itches and children’s p lay, as it currently functions as a recreational route rather than a destination in
itself.
Land along the Crane River should be maintained for its high ecological value and recreational value as a key p art of the river’s ‘Green Chain’.

Yes Yes Yes

GA-22: Strategy and Recommendations
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Location

Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

The parcel is bounded by the strong linear elements of
Staines Road to the north, the South West Railway to the
South and the Crane River bank to the east. The western
boundary follows the edge of the residential settlement of
North Feltham.

    7.9

Land along the west of the River Crane between Staines
Road, South West Railway line and  North Feltham.

Legend
Green Belt General Area (GBA) assessed

View facing south towards the railway bridge forming the southern boundary of the parcel.

View facing north-east from the south of the parcel with views of the Crane River and riverside vegetation.
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Photograph 3

Photograph 4 View facing south from the northern part of the parcel with views of dense woodland and the River Crane path.

View facing south on the southern boundary within the underpass adjacent to the Crane River.
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London Plan MOL Criterion B:
'Includes open-air facilities, especially for leisure, recreation, sport, the arts and cultural activities, which serve either the whole
or significant parts of London'

London Plan MOL Criteria C and D:
C: 'Contains features or landscapes (historic, recreational, biodiversity) of either national or metropolitan value'
D: 'Forms part of a Green Chain or link in the green infrastructure network and meets one of the above criteria'

Overall Comment

Criterion A Criterion B Criterion C and D

London Plan MOL Criterion A:
'Contributes to the physical structure of London by being clearly distinguishable from the built-up area'

General Area MOL 
Assessment Scores            4            3            3

The parcel is devo id o f built develo pm en t an d den se w o o dland veg etatio n  screen s an d pro vides a clear and well-defin ed sen se o f separatio n  fro m  th e
residen tial pro perties o n the eastern edg e o f No rth Felth am  and Staines Ro ad to  th e n o rth. The parcel has a stro n g  sen se o f o pen n ess w ith varied
landscape structure, in cludin g  areas o f g rassland, m ature m ixed w o o dland and river bank veg etatio n  alo n g  th e River Cran e, w h ich defin es th e eastern
bo un dary o f th e parcel. The clearly defin ed bo undary edg es and den se veg etatio n  w ith in  th e land parcel furthers a sen se o f separatio n .

There are a n um ber o f public access po in ts alo n g  th e perim eter o f the parcel, co n n ectin g  th e residen ts o f No rth  Felth am  at vario us lo catio n s alo n g  th e
western edg e and bridg e co n n ectio n s to  Ho un slo w Heath acro ss th e River Crane to  th e east.
Ho wever, co n n ectio n s to  th e n o rth an d so uth o f the parcel are either screened by veg etatio n  and n o t accessible fro m  Staines Ro ad, o r in  th e so uth o n ly
accessible via an un lit underpass. The lin ear parcel fo rm s part o f the ‘Lo ndo n  Lo o p’, a recreatio n al and strateg ic co n n ectio n  to  Ho un slo w Heath  an d o f
Lo ndo n -w ide im po rtance, alth o ug h  th e parcel do es n o t co n tain an y spo rt o r cultural facilities.

The parcel is part o f a SINC w ith in  Ho un slo w Lo cal Plan 2015 and the western  edg e o f the parcel lies w ith in  an  ‘Arch aeo lo g ical Prio rity Area’ w ith  h isto ric
industrial in terest and po ssible preh isto ric layers. In additio n , it is lo cated o n the ro ute o f th e Lo ndo n  Lo o p. The parcel also  lies o n  th e River Cran e g reen
co rrido r, w h ich co n n ects several LNR's. Therefo re, th e parcel has lo cal archaeo lo g ical and eco lo g ical im po rtance, and m etro po litan  level recreatio n al
im po rtance. Th is pro vides a sco re o f m o derate (3) fo r criterio n  C.
There are vario us public access po in ts alo n g  the parcel, w h ich  fo rm  co n n ectio n s to  th e River Cran e’s ‘g reen  chain ’ set o ut w ith in  th e ‘Co lne and Crane
Actio n  Fram ew o rk 10’ o f th e All Lo n do n Green Grid. The parcel directly co n n ects to  Ho un slo w Heath, a LNR, w h ich  th e Green Grid aim s to  develo p as a
Metro po litan  scale park in the future. As the parcel m eets criterio n  A (m o derately stro n g ) and is part o f a g reen  chain , it sco res m o derate (3) fo r criterio n
D. As the parcel sco res 3 fo r bo th criterio n  C and D, th is g ives an o verall sco re o f 3.

The parcel has a g o o d sen se o f o pen ness w ith  built develo pm en t absen t fro m  th e parcel and a clear sen se o f separatio n  due to  th e den se bo un dary
veg etatio n . The eastern part o f th e parcel m akes a co n tributio n  to  the River Cran e ‘g reen  chain ’, w h ich fo rm s part o f the All Lo ndo n  Green Grid. The
‘Lo n do n Lo o p’, a recreatio n al ro ute o f Metro po litan im po rtance, run s th ro ug h  the n o rth ern part o f th e parcel and co n n ects to  Ho un slo w Heath , a LNR.
W h ilst the parcel is desig n ated lo cally fo r its eco lo g ical and h isto rical value, its strateg ic lo catio n  o n  the Crane river co rrido r pro vides an o verall h ig h er
value.
Overall, the parcel sh o uld be re-desig n ated as MOL based o n its g o o d sen se o f o pen ness an d its co n tributio n  to  the River Crane recreatio n  an d
w ildlife co rrido r.

(W h ereby: 1= W eak, 2= W eak-m o derate, 3 = Mo derate, 4= Mo derate-stro n g , 5= Stro n g ) 

GA-23: Assessment against London Plan MOL Criteria
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Overall Rating
           4



Conserve Enhance Restore

The local ecological and historical value of the parcel which contributes to London wide recreational routes should be conserved. Entrances to the
parcel are recommended for improvement to enhance the recreational experience and usage, through better maintenance of vegetation which currently
obscures paths and lighting of the underpass to the south.

Yes Yes

GA-23: Strategy and Recommendations
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24

Contains OS data © Crown
Copyright and database right 2018

Location

Boundaries

Area (hectares)

General 
Area (GBA)

Site Photographs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2

The parcel is bounded by Staines Road to the north, the
urban area of Hounslow to the east, A314 Hanworth
Road to the south-east, South West Railway to the South
and the banks of the River Crane to the west.

    139.2

Hounslow Heath, between Staines Road and South West
Railway line.

Legend
Green Belt General Area (GBA) assessed

View from southern boundary facing north with views of grassland and woodland blocks within Hounslow Heath.

View facing south from Staines Road at the northern boundary with views of a derelict car park.

24
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Photograph 3

Photograph 4 View along the southern boundary with views of the Crane River facing east.

View facing east from the centre of the parcel with views of heathland and woodland of Hounslow Heath.
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London Plan MOL Criterion B:
'Includes open-air facilities, especially for leisure, recreation, sport, the arts and cultural activities, which serve either the whole
or significant parts of London'

London Plan MOL Criteria C and D:
C: 'Contains features or landscapes (historic, recreational, biodiversity) of either national or metropolitan value'
D: 'Forms part of a Green Chain or link in the green infrastructure network and meets one of the above criteria'

Overall Comment

Criterion A Criterion B Criterion C and D

London Plan MOL Criterion A:
'Contributes to the physical structure of London by being clearly distinguishable from the built-up area'

General Area MOL 
Assessment Scores            4            4            4

Ove rall the  parce l is larg e ly  de void of de ve lopme nt. Howe ve r, the  northe rn e dg e  along  S taine s Road has various intrusions including  a caravan park, the
Hounslow He ath g olf course  club house  and a larg e  are a with an abandone d ware house  use d for car boot sale s. On the  south-e ast e dg e  of the  parce l the
boundary has be e n e rode d by the  e xpansion of community  infrastructure , including  He athland S chool, Hounslow He ath Estate  Community  Association,
and re side ntial prope rtie s. The  parce l has a cle ar se nse  of ope nne ss with a varie d landscape  including a g olf course , he athland, g rassland and block s of
mature  mixe d woodland and rive r bank ve g e tation along  the  Rive r Crane . The  parce l has a cle ar and de fine d woode d boundary  e dg e  that cre ate s a
se nse  of ope nne ss and se paration.

The  parce l forms Hounslow He ath and has public acce ss points on all side s apart from the  southe rn e dg e  whe re  the  S outh We st railway line  runs. The re
are  also car parking facilitie s and a visitor’s ce ntre  for Hounslow He ath to the  north and to the  north-we st. The  we ste rn e dg e  of the  parce l is the  Hounslow
He ath g olf course , providing  le isure  and sporting  facilitie s. Hounslow He ath provide s re cre ational route s and de fine d paths as we ll as conne cting  to the
‘London Loop’ – a g re e n link of London-wide  importance . Ove rall, the  parce l offe rs various re cre ational de stinations.

The  majority  of the  parce l is de sig nate d as part of a larg e  S INC and LNR within the  Hounslow Local Plan 2015, with re cre ational route s and prote cte d
wildlife  and g e olog y. In addition, part of the  ‘London Loop’ is locate d in the  site . The  parce l also lie s on the  Rive r Crane  g re e n corridor, which conne cts a
numbe r of LNR's. The  parce l has local e cological importance  and Me tropolitan re cre ational importance , which provide s a score  of mode rate  ove rall (3) for
crite rion C.
The re  are  various public acce ss points around the  parce l that conne ct to the  Rive r Crane ’s ‘g re e n chain’ se t out within the  ‘Colne  and Crane  Action
Frame work 10’, which contribute s to the  All London Gre e n Grid. This London-wide  strate g y  aims for Hounslow He ath to be come  part of a Me tropolitan
scale  park in the  future . As the  parce l forms part of a g re e n chain and me e ts crite ria A and B (scoring  mode rate -strong ), it score s mode rate -strong (4) for
crite rion D. Base d on the  strong strate g ic importance  of the  parce l to the  Rive r Crane 's 'g re e n chain' unde r crite rion D, this outwe ights its lowe r score  for
crite ria C, giving an ove rall score  of 4.

The  parce l has a strong  se nse  of ope nne ss with a cle ar se nse  of place  and ide ntity  and is distinct from the  built-up are a, e ve n though the re  are  some
local intrusions. The  parce l forms part of the  All London Gre e n Grid strate g y  and contains part of the  ‘London Loop’, a re cre ational route  of Me tropolitan
importance . The  parce l also contains Hounslow He ath, a LNR that prote cts wildlife  and g e olog ical fe ature s and provide s re cre ational route s and a visitor’s
ce ntre . The  he ath forms a k e y  part of the  se tting  and conte xt of the  urban are a of Hounslow.
Ove rall, the  parce l should be  re -de sig nate d as MOL base d on its re cre ational and biodive rsity  value  as both an individual asse t and its contribution to the
Rive r Crane  re cre ation corridor. Howe ve r, the  small are as of de ve lope d land within the  parce l should not be  re -de sig nate d as MOL.

(Whe re by : 1= We ak, 2= We ak-mode rate , 3 = Mode rate , 4= Mode rate -strong , 5= S trong ) 

GA-24: Assessment against London Plan MOL Criteria
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Overall Rating
           4



Conserve Enhance Restore

Whilst the parcel has a strong path network and information posts, enhanced signage including replacement of trail way-markers would improve
legibility and visitor experience. Conserve the diverse, rich landscape which provides a strong sense of identity, and the continuing maintenance of the
varied vegetation pattern: heathland, grassland and mature mixed woodland.

Yes Yes

GA-24: Strategy and Recommendations
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