
OWGRA E-newsletter 23 November 2018 
 
Title:  LATEST NEWS FROM OWGRA 
 
Dear OWGRA members 
 
1. PUBLIC MEETING ON PLANNING APPLICATION  FOR ACCESS STORAGE DEVELOPMENT AT 
GILLETTE CORNER 
Following an exhibition earlier in the year about this development, a public meeting will be held to 
present the latest proposals that constitute the planning application for the former Shell garage site 
on Tuesday 4 December, 7.00-8.30 pm, at Grasshoppers Sports Club (in the Conquest Bar on the 
first floor), Syon Lane, TW7 5PN. There is plenty of parking on site. 
It is important that as many local residents come along as possible.  This will be your last opportunity 
to see the plans, ask questions and voice your views before the planning application is submitted to 
the Council by the developer.  Councillor Louki will chair the meeting. 
 
2. CONSULTATION ON CONSERVATION AREAS (CA) – OWGRA RESPONSE 
Please find attached 3 draft response documents on the 2 proposed Conservation Area Appraisals 
(CAA) from the Council. Two of these draft response documents (one for each CA) have been 
developed by Sheila O’Reilly (OWGRA Planning Officer) and reviewed by Laurence Hawcroft (OWGRA 
Vice-Chairman) and will be official OWGRA responses. The third, for the Spring Grove CA, has been 
developed by David Pavett (OWGRA Webmaster) and Gina Richards (OWGRA member), and will be 
submitted in their name with a statement that it is endorsed by OWGRA. Our summary view is that 
we strongly support these documents, which are a substantial improvement on what was in place 
before and will significantly improve our ability to protect the essential character of our area from 
inappropriate development. Please provide any comments on these documents to us by Friday, 30 
November, after which we will finalise them and submit them to the Council.  You can also respond 
yourself individually to the consultation by the closing date of 10 December. 
Here are the links to the relevant documents:  
Spring Grove https://haveyoursay.hounslow.gov.uk/planning-policy/conservation-area-
appraisals/supporting_documents/Spring%20Grove%20CAA%20Draft%20Nov%202018.pdf 
Osterley Park https://haveyoursay.hounslow.gov.uk/planning-policy/conservation-area-
appraisals/supporting_documents/Osterley%20Park%20CAA%20Draft%20Nov%202018.pdf 
Please note that the Osterley Park CAA includes a proposal to extend it to include Thornbury Road 
(between Osterley Ave and the Great West Road), St Mary’s Crescent, Ridgeway Road North, 
Lingwood Gardens, Great West Road (northern side between Thornbury Road and the Osterley Park 
Hotel), Leigham Drive, Wood Lane (north), the Wyke Estate (Braybourne Drive, Stags Way, Wyke 
Close, Crowntree Close), Syon Lane (from MacFarlane Lane up to Wyke Green Golf Club), Gower 
Road, Oaklands Ave and Goals Football Club, so residents living in that area may wish to study the 
proposals in detail. 
 
3. CARERS RIGHTS DAY 
If you are a carer you might want to go along to this free drop-in event at the Civic Centre next 
Friday 30 Nov, 1.30-5.30 pm, to get information on support services which are available to you.  You 
need to register to book a place.  Further information on the attached flyer. 
 
4. CHRISTMAS TOY APPEAL ‘THAT’S A WRAP’ 
We mentioned this great initiative in our last e-newsletter about donating new toys (or money for 
new toys) for disadvantaged children in Hounslow for Christmas.  Their website is up and running 
www.thatsawrap.org.uk, so please contribute and be generous if you can, and/or get involved. 
 
5. ISLEWORTH & BRENTFORD AREA FORUM (IBAF) 
The next IBAF meeting is on Thursday 29 November at 7.30 pm at West Thames College.  It is 
chaired by our own Councillor Louki and attended by Ward Councillors from the wards in Isleworth 
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& Brentford.  There will be a report from the local Police and the British Transport Police and 
updates on some transport issues (rail and bus services).  The agenda can be seen here 
https://democraticservices.hounslow.gov.uk/ieListDocuments.aspx?CId=576&MId=10298&Ver=4  
Residents can submit questions in advance.  OWGRA submitted a number of questions at the last 
IBAF meeting on 27 Sept and the answers are included in these minutes 
https://democraticservices.hounslow.gov.uk/ieListDocuments.aspx?CId=576&MId=10297&Ver=4  
The meeting is being held in our ward and we encourage residents to submit questions, come along 
and see local democracy in action! 
 
6. BEWARE OF SCAMS! 
We’ve had a number of local residents falling (or almost falling) victim to scams since our last e-
newsletter.  Often, it’s bogus tradesmen conning residents into thinking they need urgent work 
doing on their house and relieving them of thousands of pounds there and then, and then 
disappearing.  Never agree to having any work done immediately, get a second opinion or talk to 
someone (eg your neighbours) about it first.  See the attached leaflet for more information. 
 
7. DATABASE OF PRIVATE CCTV CAMERAS 
Our local Neighbourhood Watch team is trying to set up a database of who has CCTV cameras 
around their property in the area to help the police.  At the moment, if there is a crime, the police 
have to go looking around the area of the incident for CCTV cameras and then try and contact the 
householder(s) to see if any relevant footage has been captured.  If they knew where the cameras 
were, this could speed up the whole process.  So, if you have set up CCTV outside your house, and 
are happy for the police to contact you when needed to review footage, can you please let us know 
and we will forward that information to the NW team.  
 
8. CANNABIS FARMS 
Intelligence from the community is vital for the police to investigate properties that may be used for 
cannabis farms, and we (unfortunately) do have them in our area.  Attached is a leaflet that will 
explain how you can tell if there’s a cannabis farm near you and what to do if you do think there is 
one. 
 
9. PREVENTING CAR CRIME 
Here’s a useful link about preventing car crime https://www.met.police.uk/cp/crime-
prevention/theft-from-a-vehicle/vehicle-safe-and-sound/. 
 
10. FREE TREES FROM OSTERLEY PARK 
Free trees will be available on 1 & 2 December at Osterley Park as part of the Mayor’s plan to 
increase the canopy cover in London to make it greener, healthier and wilder.  For more information 
see https://www.nationaltrust.org.uk/features/tree-giveaway-?platform=hootsuite.  If you do take a 
tree, please only plant it within your own property. 
 
11. ST MARY’S TENNIS CLUB CHRISTMAS MARKET 
On Saturday 1 Dec between 11 am and 1 pm you can spend a bit of time shopping, drinking mulled 
wine and sampling some lovely locally produced food at one of our local tennis clubs in Musgrave 
Road.  There will be lots of goods on offer.  See attached flyer for more details. 
 
12. REDLEES OPEN STUDIOS 
If you’ve never been to Redlees Studios, then here’s your chance.  You can support local artists and 
craftsmen in this historic building at this annual Christmas event over the weekend of Fri 30 Nov and 
Sun 2 Dec and maybe pick up some Christmas presents.  See www.redlees.org for more details. 
 
13. BBC CONSULTATION ON TV LICENCE FEE FOR THE OVER-75s 
The BBC is running a consultation on whether to change the current free access to BBC TV that is 
offered to the over-75s.  The government currently funds this concession but that will stop in 2020 
when the BBC would be expected to fund it; the BBC estimates it would cost £745 mn, which is a 
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fifth of the total BBC budget.  For more information see 
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/entertainment-arts-46274054 and go here to the consultation 
https://www.bbc.com/yoursay which ends on 12 February. 
 
Kind regards 
 
Barbara Stryjak 

Secretary, OWGRA (Osterley & Wyke Green Residents' Association) 

www.owgra.org.uk  Twitter: @OWGRA 

 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/entertainment-arts-46274054
https://www.bbc.com/yoursay
http://www.owgra.org.uk/


 
 

 23rd November 2018 

Dear Resident/Neighbour,   

INVITATION TO PUBLIC MEETING REGARDING SUBMITTED PLANS FOR THE 
FORMER ISLEWORTH HOUSE SITE, GREAT WEST ROAD (KNOWN AS GILLETTE 

CORNER SOUTH) 
 
On behalf of Access Self-Storage, I write to invite you to a public meeting to find out more about the 
submitted plans at the above site (approximately outlined in red), which has been organised to coincide 
with the submission of a planning application to the London Borough of Hounslow. 
 
The public meeting will take place on Tuesday 4th December 2018 between 7pm and 8.30pm in the 
Conquest Bar, Grasshoppers Rugby Football Club, Syon Lane, Isleworth TW7 5PN.  A presentation from 
the development team will take place and they we will be on hand to answer any questions you may 
have. 
 
If you cannot make the public meeting, you can find out more by contacting my colleague Lee Jameson 
on 0207 242 0170 or by emailing lee@polityuk.com I do hope that you will be able to make the meeting 
on the 4th December. 

Yours sincerely, 

 

Martin Hughes 
Director 

 

Public Affairs 

Level 1, Devonshire House 
One Mayfair Place 
London W1J 8AJ 
 

T: 020 7242 0170 
 



Comments on the Draft Spring Grove 
Conservation Area Appraisal

General. This new appraisal is very welcome. It is vastly better than the previous one. It gives a
good general description of the area and explains well why its many strong features are worth
conserving.  The photographic  evidence of  the area's  character  is  excellent and makes it  much
easier to appreciate what is argued in the text. Our overall feeling is that a final appraisal written
broadly along these lines would be a helpful tool in (1) maintaining the distinctive features of the
area,  (2)  in  enhancing  its  distinctive  character  and finally  (3)  in  resisting  developments  which
detract from the areas special features rather than enhance them. Our remarks and points below
are therefore made within a framework of general approval and agreement with the report. They
are intended to sort out what we see as errors and omissions.

Photographs. Another general point is that the photographs, although generally excellently chosen
mostly seem a bit dark. This may be a question of our printer but we have the same impression
looking at the pdf document. That too could be to do with screen renderings and settings but we
suggest that some consideration is given to making the pictures look as bright as possible.

1.1.2 Last sentence. Is it really true that the “buildings/structures” are all designated as heritage
assets? When questions have been raised about the gutting of houses designated as of
“historical interest” the response from the officers has been that it is only the  external
visual aspect that is of concern and not the structure inside the building. So can we say
that “all features (listed or otherwise) … are recognised as part of its character”?

1.2.3 This paragraph unfortunately refers to the wrong Conservation Area!

1.2.5 We are  not  clear  about  the  final  sentence  “...  omission  from the  text  should  not  be
interpreted as an indication of lesser significance”. The opening sentence says that the
report deals only with the principle characteristics of the area. Those not deal with are
therefore of lesser significance which is not to say unimportant. Perhaps this paragraph
needs re-wording.

1.3.3 “The  area  is  well-served  by  bus,  train  and,  to  a  lesser  extent,  tube.”  We  think  this
paragraph is misleading since some parts of the area have a low transport (PTAL) rating.
The problem is that developers intent on intensification will seize on this sort of comment
and we have had experience of this in the past in which they have even tried to argue
(unsuccessfully fortunately) that the PTAL values were wrong.

1.3.5 We think that the comments about sound need some refining. Aircraft noise goes well
beyond 50m of the A4 and does not allow “bird song and general ambient noise to take
over”. Indeed often, even more than 50m from the A4 normal conversation has to stop
while aircraft pass overhead.

Maps Page 7. This map showing the contour of the Conservation Area is out of date. It does not
show, for example, the current buildings for West Thames College.

2.1.1 We feel that this paragraph could be written in a more reader-friendly way. It sounds too
much like the sort of officialese that causes eyes to glaze over.



2.4.2 Would it not be clearer to say “Demolition of all buildings whether listed or not within …”
rather than Demolition of an unlisted building within ...”?

2.4.4 Can a link not be added to where the specifics for Conservation Areas can be found. And
won't the Portal send the enquirer back to the website of the local authority in question
for this?

Maps Page 9.  Could these old regression maps which are rather unclear not be subjected to
some  image  enhancement?  The  acknowledgement  could  then  say  “Based  on  the
Ordinance Survey map of xxxx”. Same for the maps on page 10. All of this series of maps
could also be be displayed larger by cropping (left/right of image) and enlarging to fill the
page.

3.2.1.1 When did “Osterley House and Park to the north become a major formative influence ...”?

3.2.1.2 What is the 1745 mapping referred to (would this be the Rocque Map)?

3.2.1.4 It is said that the area's character shifted from rural to urban. Does this not need finessing
given that elsewhere in Planning material the area is characterised as being mainly sub-
urban. This has been a bone of contention with some planning applications. Should this
not be clearer in the appraisal?

3.2.2.3 Given the references to the Davies Plan and the talk of its layout would it not be helpful to
include an image of Davies' original street plan (as given in the Gillian Morris book). It
might be helpful to superimpose street names on the image for ease of reading.

Map Page 15. We think that this map indicates a need for a more detailed area survey in that
we believe that  there are undesignated areas  with as  much claim to local  listing and
positive character as those which have been so designated. We suggest, for example the
Arts & Crafts style housing along Church road. There are others we could mention. This
needs, we think, further discussion and survey.

Map Page 17. Again, this map is out of date as shown by the West Thames College building.

Map Page 18. There is a possible mistake or oversight on this map. Some of the buildings along
London  Road  which  have  not  been  designated  as  of  special  interest  are  older  than
adjacent buildings which have been designated. This applies to Nos 588 – 572 which are
older than 532 – 556). We think that these older buildings may well be pre-Davies as are
the cottages in Thornbury Road on the even side (which have been designated).

5.1.1 Last sentence. We think that the statement that “only very few blocks and streets have
strong coherence and continuity” is a serious understatement. We think that it would be
more accurate to say that “there are a significant number of blocks and streets which have
a strong coherence and continuity”.

5.1.2 The description of the visibility Spring Grove House seems not right to us. The building is
now visible from London Road and along much of Harvard Road. It is more visible than it
was before the new college buildings were erected.

5.1.4 Superfluous “is” in first sentence. “... no broken by the Great West Road, has is a wide ...”.

Map Page 22.  Houses 45-53 have not been designated even though they appear to be the
same design as others which have been e.g. 86/88. (see map page 25)

Map Page 27. We believe there are some mistakes on this map. One of which we have raised
repeatedly and have even had an acknowledgement that it is a mistake. It is unfortunately
still  repeated in  this  map.  The designations  shown along Thornbury Road don't  make
sense. Nos 91-101 are all Edwardian and built in 1904. It does not make sense to list one



of them, 101, and then 5 Arts and Crafts Houses, 103 – 111. These Arts and Crafts Houses
are all post WW1, as  is 113. 115 – 121 are pre WW1 (See regression maps!) 

Church Road. Vine Lodge, shown on 1865/9 maps as half of a wider building.  According to
hearsay the building dates from significantly earlier.

1 – 11 are Arts & Crafts from the 1920s

11A is a classic 1930s domestic building.

5.5.1 We think that it might be worth mentioning that with the demolition of the old Jesuit
student dormitory and Chapel the aspect of Campion House has been much enhanced
and that generally the development has enhanced the frontage along Thornbury Road.
When we have developments that clearly enhance the area we should perhaps say so.

Photographs on page 34. We think that a better picture could be taken of the houses leading up to
Campion House along Thornbury Road. Perhaps the view looking towards Campion House
would be better. It would also be good if the view from the road could be shown since
that would show the open aspect of the development for those walking along the road.

8.2 Why not list all 5 open spaces?

9.2 We feel that the description of West Thames College as marred by  incoherent and non-
complementary features is too negative. From most angles what first meets the eye is
buildings set in in amongst a lot of vegetation.

11.4 Superfluous “the” in first sentence: “Precedent for the increasing the height...”.

Draft prepared by Gina Richards and David Pavett, 15 November 2018
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SPRING GROVE CAA REVIEW - OWGRA comments November 2018 

[Drafted by Sheila O’Reilly, Planning Officer, reviewed by Laurence Hawcroft, Vice Chairman.] 

Essentially, the conservation area assessment appears to be good and OWGRA support it 
subject to the following comments: 

1. OWGRA note that there are no plans to enlarge or reduce the size of the 
conservation area since its original designation in 2002.  We believe this is right as 
it includes the historic and architectural characteristics of the area.  However, our 
understanding is that Spring Grove is not an urban area, rather more suburban in 
classification, given the nature of much of the residential development being houses 
with gardens or groups of mostly low-rise flats or conversions of larger homes, some 
original Davies buildings, with good open space provision.  There is a school and 
college, both of which have good open space, plus several sports facilities. There is 
no industrial, office or warehousing in the conservation area. 
 

2. We would be pleased if the Campion House statue of ‘The Descent from the Cross’ 
were reinstated within the Marbaix Gardens, Tigar Lodge, Blumenthal Close and 
Campion House development to acknowledge the 20th century history of the site in 
this well designed new development. 

 
3. Spring Grove has very little publicly accessible open space, but the main benefit 

of building mini estates on the former Davies sites is that they are mostly well set 
back from the road, giving the impression of spaciousness, e.g. Aplin Way.  OWGRA 
is keen to retain all this open space and pleased that it remains within the 
Conservation Area. 

 

4. OWGRA agrees with the assessment of a ‘more appropriate redevelopment of the 
judiciary buildings’ i.e. the Crown Court being needed.  It is a disjointed mix of the 
retained 1960s ‘minimalist’ entrance way on Ridgeway Road and stark vertical, more 
modern block added facing The Grove with the loss of mature trees and shrubs.  We 
look forward to seeing the planting grow and mature to help soften its appearance as 
its bulky built form is out of character in its prominent position in the conservation 
area. 

 
5. Traffic noise and pollution on the A4 and London Road:  given that vehicles 

currently have priority over pedestrians on these roads, OWGRA recommend a 
conscious traffic management scheme to improve pedestrian access and minimise 
harmful noise and pollution, though we appreciate there should be some 
improvement in the future with the introduction of electric-powered vehicles. 
 

6. While this is not included in the CA assessment, of similar concern is the noise and 
pollution generated by air traffic: it is especially important that the current air traffic 
is limited by the alternation policy so that at least one part of the day is relatively 
noise-free within the Spring Grove area, directly under the northern flight path.  It 
would be a source of great concern should flight patterns change to residents’ 
detriment, particularly with the proposed third runway. 
 

7. Suburban roads, particularly those linked to/parallel to the A4: we would support 
traffic management focused on discouraging their use to bypass the A4, Thornbury 
Road or Wood Lane and enforcement of 20mph limits.  Osterley Road and Ridgeway 
Road are prime examples where this would be beneficial. 
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8. OWGRA supports planning enforcement to reduce front-facing satellite dishes. 
Street furniture makes a material contribution to the appearance of the 
Conservation area and we believe the design, installation and management of these 
need to be improved. All planned installation of new furniture, and its ongoing 
management, should be assessed as to whether it contributes to, and enhances, the 

Conservation Area 

 

9. We agree with the statement about poor quality shop fronts especially on London 
Road.  All such shops should be tested against their ability to contribute to the 
ambience of the London Road as a local town centre, with signage and usage 
controls appropriate for the maintenance of this. This should include  

a. sensible limits over street signage (to reflect that this is a Conservation Area) 
to ensure they are in keeping with other signage and appropriate for the area 
in terms of style, size, etc. (e.g. no 6-foot high flashing neon signs) 

b. guidelines to encourage usage of these facilities by businesses which both 
support the local neighbourhood as well as bring in customers from further 
afield (e.g. no businesses solely focused on serving customer from outside 
the area or over-supply of e.g. betting shops) and 

c. limits over opening hours to reflect the residential and local nature of the area. 

 

10. It seems to OWGRA that many of the recent developments in the area have caused 
the damage highlighted in the report, of tall blocks of flats on the London Road, 
though some copy architectural detailing of nearby buildings, e.g. Odeon Parade at 
the former film studio and the new development at the former DHSS office opposite. 
Others are outside the conservation area but clearly visible, e.g. Pears factory site 
and site of former Skoda garage, not awful but in a modern style.  They have all been 
built since the original 2002 designation and most at least 6 storeys, but could have 
been worse, creating a tunnel effect along the London Road. 

 

11. Many street trees have already disappeared especially on the London Road, 
Thornbury Road, College Road and Osterley Road, and have not been replaced as 
they conflict with vehicle crossovers etc.  Nevertheless, most streets still have trees, 
some spectacular, e.g. in front of Campion House.  Better management and 
replacement of street trees is necessary from LBH, in OWGRA’s view. 

 
12. Before the Residential Extension Guidelines (REGs) and the original conservation 

area designation, there were some badly designed roof and side extensions to 
dwellings causing a terracing effect plus loss of vegetation in front gardens with 
vehicle crossovers.  Some more recent extensions and loss of gardens to vehicles 
have been much better managed and add to the street scene; OWGRA supports the 
Conservation assessment and the continuation and improvement to the REGs to that 
purpose. 
 

………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
 

To help OWGRA members respond to the consultation, below is a summary of the CAA 
strengths, weaknesses, opportunities and threats, taken from pages 38/39 of the review.  
These are used as parameters in planning application decisions; they are reactive, but the 
assessment is an opportunity to provide proactive guidance.  

Extract from CAA assessment: 

1. Strengths 
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i. A strong architecturally characterful nineteenth century core. 
ii. Surrounding this is a diverse architectural range arising from the 

meeting point of Osterley’s interwar southern expansion and 
Isleworth’s steadier northern expansion from London Road. 

iii. The layout of the original Davies Estate and plot forms are essential to 
the character. 

iv. The earlier buildings are of special interest in form and materials. 
v. Later twentieth century infilling on the whole has been carefully 

planned and is in keeping. 
vi. Spatial quality and boundary treatment form an essential element to 

the area. 
vii. Mature trees are part of the original design and present character. 

viii. Wide tree-lined streets. 
ix. St Mary’s Church is a key landmark. 

x.  

2. Weaknesses 

i. Hostile pedestrian and acoustic environment of the Great West Road 

ii. Poor quality of shopfronts on London Road. 
iii. Satellite dishes could often be less obtrusively positioned. 

3. Opportunities 

i. Improvement of quality of shopfronts. 
ii. Reinstatement of statue of Descent from the Cross at Campion 

House. 

iii. Repair of early buildings following dilapidation or extension (especially 
idiosyncratically used terracotta faced blocks to simulate ashlar, 
characteristic to the early buildings). 

iv. Repair and improvement of the later modernist buildings: shell 
improvement, replacement of early twentieth century steel windows. 

v. More appropriate style redevelopment of the judiciary buildings. 

vi. To rework the scale and continuity of buildings during development of 
former piecemeal development. 

vii. To make good use of relocated open space without losing its benefit. 
viii. To undertake good tree survey and planting. 

ix. Redevelopment should be of good and compatible quality and style. 
x. Focal points and elegant buildings with a spaciousness nature are 

necessary to remain in character. 
 

 
4. Threats 

i. Taller buildings in the shopping parades being used as a precedent 
for increasing the height of residential buildings in areas where such 
height is uncharacteristic. 

ii. Loss of architectural detailing and original materials.  

iii. Loss of trees. 
iv. Enlargement of the remaining buildings leading to intensification of 

development over historic plots/increased site usage. 
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v. For dwellings, due to the value of the area and its properties being 
high, there is demand for enlargement, especially roof extensions, and 
redevelopment to greater intensify site coverage. 

vi. Loss of access to Thornbury Park through its namesake development. 

vii. Parking needs of subdivided and areas of intensified dwellings 
eroding the verdant edges, and trees threatened by crossovers. 

viii. Large dormers are likely to be obtrusive. 
ix. The gaps between buildings make up part of the character and should 

be considered. 
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OSTERLEY PARK CAA REVIEW - OWGRA comments, November 2018 

[Draft by Sheila O’Reilly, Planning Officer, and reviewed by Laurence Hawcroft, Vice Chairman.] 

Essentially, the conservation area assessment appears to be good and OWGRA support it 
subject to the following comments: 

1. OWGRA are pleased to see that the opportunity is being taken to extend the 
boundaries of the conservation area.  Much has changed since its first designation 
in 1988 and we believe the extension is right as it includes the historic and 
architectural characteristics of the area augmented by some recent development.  

a. We note that the extended boundaries include the Wyke Estate and the much-
needed refurbishment of the listed modern sports pavilion now serving Goals 
Soccer on MacFarlane Lane.  Oaklands Avenue and parts of Syon Lane fit well 
with this too as they add to the history of the area with their mostly well-kept 
1930s housing.   

b. Adding the remainder of the shopping parade and houses on Thornbury Road, 
the eclectic mix of houses on St Mary’s Crescent plus the Library, Bowling Green 
and Jersey Gardens completes the picture of a compact village centre.   

c. This is further complemented by adding the adjacent stretch of the Great West 
Road and Leigham Drive with its mostly well-preserved art deco-style houses, 
plus Ridgeway Road North and Lingwood Gardens, again interesting of a mostly 
1920/30s building design. 

d. Wood Lane with its varied style of properties together with the new Nishkam 
School and Grasshoppers Rugby Club, both modern pleasing architecture 
buildings set well in landscaped grounds, complete the picture. 

 

2. The original Osterley Park Conservation Area was focused on protecting the Park 
and the surrounding views of it as well as the views from the park of its surroundings. 
The remit of this revised Conservation area is somewhat wider; to protect the 
environment of the Osterley area, a critical part of which is Osterley Park. As such we 
would suggest that the CA be renamed the Osterley Conservation Area to reflect 
this. 
 

3. OWGRA believe the views of Osterley Park from the surrounding areas are of the 
upmost importance and need to be protected, and that all the existing surrounding 
open space should be afforded as much protection as is possible. These areas are 
vital to the ambience of Osterley and of Osterley Park and are highly valued by 
residents and visitors. We would therefore strongly recommend that the 
following open areas be added to the scope of the new Osterley Conservation 
Area –  

 
a. the Golf Club and Trumpers Wood east of the park 

 
b. northwards beyond the M4 almost to Norwood Green  

 
c. west covering the Brentford FC sports ground,  

 
all within the Osterley and Spring Grove Ward. 

 

4. Traffic noise and pollution on the A4 - given that vehicles currently have priority 
over pedestrians on this trunk road OWGRA would recommend a conscious pro-
gramme to improve pedestrian access across the A4, especially given the planned 
increase over the next 10-15 years in usage with people living and working next to it. 
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5. Suburban roads, particularly those linked to/parallel to the A4. We would sug-
gest that traffic management of these roads should be focused on discouraging their 
use by any traffic other than that using them for access to properties, etc. on these 
roads, and discouraging their use to bypass the A4.  Jersey Road is a prime exam-
ple. This would include measures such as enforcement of 20mph limits. 

 

6. The key issue regarding the incessant roar of the M4 slicing through the northern 
area of the original Osterley Park is the effect this has on Osterley Park itself and its 
visitors.  OWGRA suggest the installation of a noise barrier along this stretch of the 
M4. 

 
7. Of similar concern is the noise and pollution generated by air traffic; it is of 

especial importance that the current air traffic is limited by the alternation policy so 
that at least one part of the day is relatively noise-free.  It would be a source of great 
concern should flight patterns change to residents’ detriment, particularly with the 
proposed third runway. 

 

 
8. Street furniture makes a material contribution to the appearance of the 

Conservation area and we believe the design, installation and management of these 
need to be improved. All planned installation of new furniture, and its ongoing 
management, should be assessed as to whether it contributes to, and enhances, the 

Conservation Area. It would also help if there were proper management by LBH of 

the proliferation of mobile phone masts and especially junction boxes; one 
eyesore is the cluster of 15 of them outside Jersey Gardens on the A4.  They are an 
intimidating barrier to walking or cycling there and they have an ugly and unco-
ordinated appearance. 

 

9. We agree the statement regarding a good mix of shops and services on Thornbury 
Road. All such shops should be tested against their ability to contribute to the ambi-
ence of Thornbury Road as a local village centre, with signage and usage controls 
appropriate for the maintenance of this. This should include  

a. sensible limits over street signage (to reflect that this is a Conservation Area) 
to ensure they are in keeping with other signage and appropriate for the area 
in terms of style, size, etc. (e.g. no 6-foot high flashing neon signs) 

b. guidelines to encourage usage of these facilities by businesses which both 
support the local neighbourhood as well as bring in customers from further 
afield (e.g. no businesses solely focused on serving customer from outside 
the area) and 

c. limits over opening hours to reflect the residential and local nature of the area 
(e.g. no all-night barber shops). There are currently no licensing restrictions 
and we think there should be, possibly via Article 4 Direction. 

 

10. Many street trees have already disappeared especially on the Great West Road, 
Thornbury Road and Jersey Road, and have not been replaced as they conflict with 
vehicle crossovers etc. Better management and replacement of street trees is neces-
sary from LBH, in OWGRA’s view. We would recommend the introduction of a spon-
sorship scheme (or similar) whereby Hounslow Council would accept contributions 
from residents towards trees being planted outside their properties where appropri-
ate. 
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11. Before the Residential Extension Guidelines (REGs), there were some badly 
designed roof and side extensions to dwellings causing a terracing effect plus loss 
of vegetation in front gardens with vehicle crossovers.  Some more recent 
rebuilding and extensions and loss of gardens to vehicles have been much better 
managed and add to the street scene; OWGRA supports the Conservation 
assessment and the continued use of the REGs to that purpose.  We think that the 
use of Article 4 Direction should be considered.  We also agree that there is a threat 
to the rural edge in the area from the increasing demand for gates and walls of 
unsympathetic style and materials.  This might also be included in Article 4 Direction. 

 
………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

 
To help OWGRA members respond to the consultation, below is a summary of the CAA 
strengths, weaknesses, opportunities and threats, taken from pages 34/35 of the review.  
These are used as parameters in planning application decisions; they are reactive, but the 
assessment is an opportunity to provide proactive guidance.  

Extract from CAA assessment:  

Strengths 

• Osterley House and other buildings dominate the heritage value of the 

area with four listings at the highest level, the park (including the area to 

the north of the motorway) being a Registered Park and Garden. 

• The suburban housing around the park, which reflects the railways suburb 

expansion. The housing has great integrity of roof and other architectural 

features and details. 

• Thornbury Road has a retail element which provides a village street char-

acter. 

• Wide range of architectural styles of houses in the area. 

• Open spaces and spaces between buildings and ‘scrub areas’ form part of 

the setting 

Weaknesses 

• Motorway blight from noise. 

• New development, backland development and large side and roof exten-

sions can have an effect on the park. 

• Proliferation of cable and paraphernalia on house exteriors. 

• Some harmful extensions and alterations. 

  Opportunities 

• More acceptable redevelopment of the BFC training ground. 

• Restoration and possible relocation of Roman Bridge in Osterley Park. 

• Selective, sensitive and high quality design redevelopment, maintaining the 

characteristic form, spacing and scale, of existing properties that are not 

architecturally special. 

• Enhancing the value of the shopping area by retaining mixed use. 
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• Mending the boundary fabric where this has been eroded for hardstand-

ings and encouraging appropriate edges and replanting. 

• Street tree planting. 

• Boundary treatments should be carefully considered and not over-formal-

ised. Opportunity for Article 4 Direction. 

• The redevelopment of Osterley Station car park should not adversely affect 

views into and from the conservation area. 

• New development should respect the size and scale of the area and con-

sider architectural quality. 

 

  Threats 

• Needs for security and statutory requirements in conflict with the historic 

character and fabric of Osterley House. 

• Need for alterations to improve viability of the house and park (and associ-

ated buildings) whilst maintaining historic imperatives. 

• Costs of repairs to the park’s extensive boundary walls. 

• Outside the park: scale of proposed development because of high values, 

particularly extensions and alterations to rooflines, which can affect vistas 

and settings. 

• Erosion of setting through poor architectural quality of construction, espe-

cially pastiche with crude overlarge detailing using unsympathetic materi-

als. 

• Infill of gardens by proposed development and extensions. 

• Erosion of the rural edge by increased demand for gates and walls, often 

inappropriate in style and material. 

• Potential erosion of long distance views from as well as of the park. 

• Loss of trees. 

• Demolition of interesting and well preserved earlier properties in Jersey 

Road should be avoided. 

• ‘Beds in sheds’: substandard and usually illegal housing characterised by 

garden sheds being converted into living accommodation for private rent. 

• Loss of green open space. 
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