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Introduction
The Airport Commission has issued a request (HAI-PLACE-H-002) for details of the archaeology encountered during the Terminal 5 excavations, in order to give context to the claim that major heritage benefits can be delivered as a result of increasing airport capacity at Heathrow[footnoteRef:1].This note addresses the AC’s request.  [1:  HAL 2014 Taking Britain Further: Heathrow’s Plan for Connection the UK to Growth, Vol 1, Part 5 5.6.2 Our Track Record.] 

The Terminal 5 excavations recorded and advanced understanding of the significance of heritage assets that had been harmed and were at risk of further harm, but which hitherto had made limited contribution to knowledge. Whilst undertaken with reference to previous national planning policy regimes, the excavation can be taken to accord with requirements that are now addressed by NPPF para 141.  It did so by investing in the standards of project management and academic research by which expert archaeological investigation are conducted within the commercial sector. It revealed in detail the substance and evolution of people and cultures that previously inhabited an important part of the Middle Thames Valley. 
The scale of this achievement is best demonstrated with reference to the knowledge and understanding that was promptly made available through a range of different delivery platforms as academic and popular publications. The following summary of the findings of the Heathrow Terminal 5 excavations is set in the context of archaeological knowledge of the West Middlesex area and archaeological research across London.
Archaeological Research Context
Research undertaken since the 1940s has produced a wealth of archaeological information about the development of West Middlesex and specifically the immediate environs of Heathrow (Figure 1).  The scale of this archaeological endeavour is exceptional, comparable to the major programme of archaeological investigations undertaken in and around the City of London since WWII, and probably unique for a landscape that, in terms of long term historic character, has been predominantly rural in nature.
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Figure 1 Archaeological Excavations at Heathrow Airport (after Framework Archaeology 2010 Landscape evolution in the Middle Thames Valley Heathrow Terminal 5 Excavations Volume 2 Framework Archaeology Monograph No 3)
It is no accident that archaeological research at Heathrow and in the City should have been prominent over this period, advancing understanding of the historic and cultural development within the Thames Valley and beyond.  This is a direct product of evolving historic environment conservation practices linked to 50 years of economic investment to secure London’s global business success. There has been an expansion in commercial capacity in the City coupled with international connections via an international hub airport.  This development investment has provided opportunities to address fundamental questions about the complex dynamics that informs the national story, through successive phases of archaeological research, each stage adding to an increasingly reliable body of knowledge. 
Consequently, London’s urban development and Thames landscape evolution stand as models that inform wider historic interpretations of urban and rural dynamics across the UK.  The proximity of the City and Heathrow means that archaeological data has an interdependent quality, adding value in terms of understanding the historic relationship between urban London and its rural hinterland.  This pattern of deepening research value is likely to continue to deliver further understanding whilst current investment flows and associated archaeological funding streams are maintained.
Of particular relevance to an understanding of the historic environment at Heathrow is the major programme of archaeological research prompted by the development of Terminal 5 and associated facilities.  Although the basic evidence comprises a range of different classes of monument and artefact, Terminal 5 demonstrated the importance of examining the landscape in which these are encountered.  This interpretative approach has also drawn on existing data, generated by previous airport, mineral extraction and other forms of infrastructure development, in order to reveal higher level trends and processes of inhabitation.  This approach has proven to be particularly well suited to tackling the challenge of mitigating the archaeological impact of large scale development programmes, such as the 75ha area affected during the development of Terminal 5. It also provides a baseline for environmental appraisal purposes that is notable for its depth and richness, allowing an unusually high level of analysis.
The following summary largely draws on the high level archaeological narrative set out in the Terminal 5 archaeological report[footnoteRef:2], but also takes account of other evidence relevant to an interpretation of the discoveries. It describes the topographic context before outlining the chronology of inhabitation that has shaped the landscape over a period of  10,000 years. [2:  Framework Archaeology 2010 Landscape evolution in the Middle Thames Valley Heathrow Terminal 5 Excavations Volume 2 Framework Archaeology Monograph No 3] 

[bookmark: _Toc446136296][bookmark: _Toc447517873]Topographic Context
Heathrow Airport is located on a low-lying Thames Valley river terrace (c.20-25m AOD) formed of Taplow Gravels, in places capped by Langley Silt. Immediate to the west the multi channelled River Colne flows south to meet the Thames at Staines, c 3.8km to the south west.  The River Crane flows to the east of the airport, joining the Thames at Isleworth, c 7km to the east. 
The site is relatively free draining, formerly part of Hounslow Heath, a once extensive lowland heath formed of a diverse mosaic of acid and neutral plant communities that partly survives within the Hounslow Heath Local Nature Reserve and Site of Importance for Nature Conservation (of Metropolitan Importance).  Within the Colne and Crane valleys pockets of wet meadow (e.g. Staines Moor SSSI) and wet woodland survive, vestiges of the traditionally managed tributary floodplain.  Both the heath and the wet valleys habitats are the vestiges of habitats resulting from an evolving pastoral land-use, shown in the archaeological record to have originated by the middle Bronze Age, but now denuded and fragmented by mineral extraction, suburban and infrastructure development of the 19th and 20th centuries.
The rivers, along with changes in elevation at the boundary with adjacent terraces to the north and south, define a discrete landscape block of approximately 35km2, in which the most evident feature is flatness.  This landscape quality is likely to have influenced the construction of Neolithic ceremonial monuments designed to articulate cultural relationships with the land.  In 1784 General William Roy set out a triangulation baseline between Hampton Poor House and King's Arbour on Hounslow Heath, as this offered a flat, even transect that could be accurately measured over a distance of 27,400 feet.  This formed part of the Principal Triangulation, which extended to cover the whole of the British Isles, and provide the basis of the Ordnance Survey.  Perhaps the most profound consequence of this characteristic flatness has been the siting and development of Heathrow Airport itself. 

Hunter gatherers of the Mesolithic 10,000-4,000 BC
There is widespread evidence for the presence of post-Glacial hunter-gatherer communities within the Colne valley and the adjoining gravel terraces, principally in the form of discarded artefacts.  Well preserved scatters of flint artefacts and associated faunal material can be found within the fine grained alluvial deposits of the floodplain, but evidence from the terrace is far less well preserved, and is generally encountered as residual material incorporated in later archaeological features. 
Whilst woodland became widely established across early post-Glacial Britain, there is local evidence indicating sedge and reed swamp/marsh formed along the Colne valley from the 7th millennium.  Furthermore, Mesolithic groups are likely to have created woodland clearings and pathways, which may have, in some instances, become permanent and special to the communities.
In contrast to the relatively widespread artefactual evidence, the remains of structures are rarely encountered, although during the Terminal 5 excavations stakeholes dated to the 7th millennium were identified, as were burnt flint filled pits of the 7/8th or 7/6th millennium[footnoteRef:3].  It is suggested these were locations, possibly special woodland clearings that may have retained significance for later Neolithic monument builders, who may have reaffirmed communal social memories through the process of monument building.  Other lines of evidence are now emerging that affirm this impression that long standing traditions of communal activities at special locations might have originate during the Mesolithic and continued into the early Neolithic[footnoteRef:4]. [3:  Ibid, 372]  [4:  An accumulating corpus of ephemeral flint assemblages found in Thames foreshore locations, whilst individually small, comprise both Mesolithic and Neolithic tool technology, which if taken together, display characteristics of a shared landscape context and taphonomy (Barry John Bishop in Stafford  E 2012 Landscape and Prehistory of the East London Wetlands, Appendix 2, 185-191, Oxford Archaeology Monograph 17).] 

First farmers of the Neolithic 4,000-2,400 BC
The Heathrow area contains an extensive Neolithic landscape of linear and circular ceremonial monuments.  This period of monument building, associated with the early agricultural communities, was also a period of extensive woodland clearance, resulting in a notable elm decline. 
The earliest evidence includes rectangular structures, described as ‘houses’ such as those found within the Colne and Crane floodplains[footnoteRef:5], the most recent discovery being four individual timber post structures at Kingsmead Quarry, Horton[footnoteRef:6], c 3.5 km WSW of Terminal 5. Whilst a few individual Neolithic timber post buildings have been discovered elsewhere in southern Britain, the presence of multiple buildings at Horton is unique.  It is suggested that these were built during the relatively short period when agriculture first replaced gathering as a primary form of subsistence.  [5:  Framework Archaeology 2010 Landscape evolution in the Middle Thames Valley Heathrow Terminal 5 Excavations Volume 2 Framework Archaeology Monograph No 3, 102]  [6:  http://www.wessexarch.co.uk/projects/horton2013] 

In addition to the houses, the area north of the Thames, between the Colne and Crane, contains a notable concentration of communal Neolithic monument types, along with significant evidence for ceremonial feasting at Runnymede on the opposing bank of the Thames[footnoteRef:7].  Broadly dating to the later pioneering phase, causewayed enclosures were built in the Colne floodplain at Yeoveney Lodge, Staines, 3.5km to the south west of the airport, and at Mayfield Farm, East Bedfont, where there is an enclosure immediately south of the existing airport. Numerous small scale circular enclosures occur more widely and linear cursus monuments are constructed slightly later as was revealed during the Terminal 5 excavations.  [7:  Needham, S, 1985, ‘Neolithic and Bronze Age settlement on the buried floodplains of Runnymede’,
Oxford Archaeol J 4, 125–38] 

These excavations have made a most significant contribution to recent advances in the understanding of this period of Neolithic monument building within the Middle Thames Valley. Five linear cursus monuments, including the 3.8km long Stanwell cursus, and a number of circular monuments or henges, all located within open tracts of the gravel terrace landscape, were investigated.  These monuments, mainly built later in the 4th millennium, after the initial ‘pioneer’ phase, may be associated with the expansion of farmland from the valley bottom onto the adjoining terrace, formalising existing routes and creating ceremonial space, aligned with the solstice, within which communities negotiated access and use of tracts of land for settlement and agriculture.
A spatial demarcation between landscape types associated with early domestic and later ceremonial cursus is implied. The functional and chronological differences have been taken to suggest that the later Neolithic linear monuments formulised links between places of established cultural value, including Neolithic floodplain settlements, and the traditional meeting places originally created by Mesolithic communities.
Little new monument building is evident in the following 3rd millennium. Instead there is a marked increase in the deposition of pottery in pits.  This implies further social change, with participants identifying themselves with particular parts of the landscape, as an alternative to, or as a consequence of, communal negotiation of access to land through ritualised behaviour that continue to be practiced within the ceremonial monuments.
Early Bronze Age: a time of transition 2,400-1,600BC
Evidence for this period tends to be less well represented in west Middlesex.  Notwithstanding further recent discoveries at Kingsmead Quarry, Horton, there is little evidence for the adoption of Beaker cultural traits, at least not to the degree that can be seen elsewhere in the Thames Valley and adjoining regions. 
There is an impression that 3rd millennium traditions of ceremony and ritual evolve through the 2nd millennium, perhaps with a corresponding waning of social cohesion during the first half of the 2nd millennium.  This may account for early evidence of the physical division of the landscape, which, with the wider cultural appearance of personalised artefacts and preference for individual burial rites, may be a prelude to the emergence of kin-based systems governing the control of land resources in the Middle Bronze Age.  A recent discovery at the Kingsmead Quarry demonstrates an apparent elevated status of some individuals, which may represent the presence of an elite  within the kin-based system.  An adult female buried with a Beaker vessel was wearing a necklace containing small tubular sheet gold beads and black disc beads of lignite and a lignite bead bracelet[footnoteRef:8].  A number of larger perforated amber buttons/fasteners were also found in a row along her body, which may indicate that she was wearing fastened clothing at the time of burial. [8:  http://www.wessexarch.co.uk/blogs/news/2013/04/19/beaker-burial] 

Middle Bronze Age agricultural landscape 1,600-1,100 BC
A marked social and economic shift occurs in the middle of the 2nd millennium at Heathrow, as agricultural production becomes more pronounced across all areas of the terrace.  A similar trend can be seen across much of southern Britain and beyond, which was to have a lasting effect on large parts of the British landscape. 
The evidence from Terminal 5 demonstrates that the terrace landscape is enclosed and divided by trackways and boundaries marked by ditches, banks and hedges.  Two types of field system are represented, termed aggregate and co-axial, along with open blocks of common land between.  Dispersed farmsteads represent a shift in settlement into the fields occupying the terrace.  Up to nine individual groupings interlock to form the field systems, each containing wells to supply the settlements and ramped waterholes for the livestock.  The principal alignment of both field systems is north-south, as is that of all but one of 11 major trackways, which surprisingly do not provide direct access to the river Colne. 
The landscape was intensively grazed, principally through cattle husbandry, although sheep were also reared.  Many of the individual fields functioned as animal pens, although there was also an arable component to what was a mixed farming system.
Late Bronze Age and early Iron Age agricultural landscape 1,100-400 BC
The agricultural landscape set out in the Middle Bronze Age persists until the middle of the 1st millennium.  However, differing tenurial histories have contrasting affects on the field systems examined at Terminal 5.  Both systems persist, but the fragmented aggregate field system coalesce around three farmsteads.  Whilst at the same time the co-axial system is subdivided into a number of smaller farm units.  It appears that the social and economic framework established in the Middle Bronze Age remained durable during the late Bronze Age.  But locally diverse social dynamics were also operating across the loose collection of family based land holdings.  This may ultimately contribute to their abandonment, as evidence for early Iron Age habitation is ill defined and generally notable for its absence at Terminal 5.
Middle Iron Age to the end of the Roman Period 400BC-400AD
A single middle Iron Age settlement, home to several families living within a nucleated and open group of roundhouses, is established at Terminal 5, primarily on the 3ha common land linking the established coaxial and aggregated field systems.  The choice of a location with no previous settlement history appears deliberate.  The earlier field systems, however, were retained, supplemented by new livestock enclosures. Pastoralism continued to be central to local economics, with successively expanding enclosures culminating in a large central enclosure, probably representing a collective village enterprise.  This new settlement is typical of the many isolated nucleated settlements that first appeared throughout the region in the middle or late Iron Age.
Settlement persists throughout the late Iron Age, early Roman and mid Roman period, although its character changes in the mid-Roman period with the introduction of rectangular buildings alongside roundhouses.  The Terminal 5 village is likely to have been part of an agricultural estate, administered from a villa that may occupy the location of Manor Farm, Harmondsworth.  The eastern field system is modified, probably as arable production became a more significant concern alongside pastoralism, and as Roman cultural influences become more prevalent. 
Similar evidence occurs elsewhere in the vicinity of Heathrow, including settlements at East Bedfont, at Ashford Prison and at Stockley Park.
Increasingly the Heathrow area becomes connected to the wider landscape.  Apart from the Great South West Road linking London (Londinium) to the Roman towns of the south west, via the small town at Staines (Pontibus), documentary sources suggest a Roman road ran north-south along the valley of the River Colne linking Staines with the Roman town at Verulamium (St. Albans), to the north-east.  There is also reference to a Roman road running through Harmondsworth.
A significant change arises during the late Roman period at Terminal 5 when the eastern field system is re-developed to form a ‘ladder’ enclosure, laid out around a central droveway.  This investment in specialised intensive cattle production may have been a response to the market economy accessible via local urban centres, most obviously at Staines and the trading centre at London. 
Settlement in the vicinity of Heathrow does not appear to survive into the fifth century.  One of the last events, around the end of the 4th century, was the deposition of the remains of a Roman Christian lead tank, a rarity in the Thames Valley.
Saxon and Medieval 400-1500
In contrast to previous periods, knowledge of the Saxon and medieval activity at Heathrow can be placed in a specific political and administrative framework and archaeological evidence is supported by historic sources. 
Middlesex, as an identifiable administrative region, is first recorded in the 6th century, as the area bounded by the Thames, the Colne and the Lea valleys.  It may be partly based on surviving Romano-British land-units, possibly villa estates that had been allocated to support Roman London, and partly on new tribal groupings. Located between the Saxon Kingdoms of Mercia, Essex, Wessex and Kent, the province did not develop as an independent kingdom, but was subject to neighbouring overlords. 
Heathrow occupies the south west corner of Middlesex, which, by the end of the Roman period, had already been modified by 2,000 years of agriculture.  An open pastoral landscape was divided by relict fields and long abandoned prehistoric earthwork monuments, with evidence that nascent heathland plant communities, that later expand to form Hounslow Heath, were now established to the east.  It seems there was a hiatus in settlement at the end of the Roman period, as early- Saxon settlement demonstrate a spatial and morphological break with the broad continuity that had persisted from the middle Bronze Age. 
Two sunken featured buildings, a waterhole and a cluster of pits were investigated during the Terminal 5 excavations. These indicate a small scale settlement, dating to sometime between the 5th and early 7th centuries, on the southern edge of the medieval hamlet of Longford.  This early Saxon settlement and similar evidence at Harmondsworth, suggests repopulation started with a shifting pattern of impermanent settlements, formed of a few households that periodically drifted from location to location across the gravel and brickearth terraces, especially in the immediate vicinity of the Thames and its tributaries.  These shifting tribal communities tended to operate within existing land boundaries, such as the vestigial Romano-British estates at Harmondsworth and Stanwell, before finally shifting to more permanent locations as middle and later Saxon estates were established.
These early Saxon settlements are not necessarily the direct ancestor of the later permanent settlements, as there is no convincing evidence for continuity and locally there is a gap in the archaeological evidence for settlement between the 7th and the 11th/12th centuries.  However, documentary evidence indicates the area continued to be inhabited and, boundary features that form part of the early Saxon settlement at Longford do partly coincide with features that form the enclosed tofts of the medieval and later village. 
An understanding of the emergence of the later permanent settlement, and the process by which communally held tribal land is replaced by individual land ownership, is probably best gleaned from analysis of historic parish boundaries, as these chart the broad chronology for the development of mid and late Saxon multiple estates located around Hounslow Heath, which largely remains an area of uncultivated common grazing throughout the medieval period:
6th and 7th century primary estates include Harmondsworth to the north and Stanwell and the Bedfonts to the south, are based on boundaries described in early charters;
secondary estate boundaries of the 8th and 9th centuries typically follow stream courses and Roman roads, to create sinuous landscape divisions, such as the division of Harmondsworth and Harlington and between Stanwell, Feltham and the Bedfonts; and
these contrast with the tertiary estate boundaries of the 10th or 11th centuries, such as West Drayton with Harmondsworth, where regular indentations show the parish boundary followed established divisions created by strips of open fields.
Charters of the 10th/11th century record land grants to bishoprics, monasteries and royal officials, which detail the fragmentation of the larger middle Saxon estates, creating smaller units that evolved into local manors.  Manorial lords developed estate assets by concentrating dispersed hamlets into large villages, the establishment of common field systems and the founding of proprietorial churches during the 11th and 12th centuries, which have since become local parish churches.  The morphology of the surviving former manorial villages is partly reflected in local conservation area designations and the listed medieval churches are the earliest surviving extant buildings.
The late Saxon/early Norman manorial structure is traced in detail in the Domesday Book survey of 1086.  This records the following estates to the east of the Colne valley:
	North of Hounslow Heath		South of Hounslow Heath
	Harmondsworth				Stanwell
	Harlington				Bedfont
	Cranford					West Bedfont
	West Drayton				Hatton
	Dawley
Both Harmondsworth and Stanwell are examples of the large early primary estates, a factor that gives rise to notable associations that highlight their significance:
Harmondsworth was held by the Abbey of St Catherine at Rouen between 1069-1391 who established the Priory estate.  The manor was later acquired by the Bishop of Winchester for the endowment of Winchester College, and it was the College who, in 1426-27, built the tithe barn to the west of St Mary’s Church. 
Stanwell was held by the descendents of William fitzs Other, who took the name Windsor in recognition of the hereditary office as Constable of Windsor Castle, which conferred responsibility for providing castle-guards fees.
Also the multiple channels of the river Colne provided sites for mills along the western boundary of both Harmondsworth and Stanwell parishes.  These operated from the early medieval period, grinding corn, crushing malt and supporting local rural industries.
Additional tertiary estates established during the 14th century, in some instances by expanding into adjoining common land and regenerated woodland, a process known as assarting, may include various historic sub-manors. Not all survive as extant historic settlements:
Longford			Sipson			Heathrow 		Perry Oaks
Stanwell Moor		Padbury		Barnards		Luddingstons	
Poyle			Park		Shepcotts alias Hammonds 	Cleremunds
Knollers.
The main contribution of the Terminal 5 excavations to an understanding of medieval settlement was the investigation of a series of rectangular enclosures and post built structures within a field system to the north of Stanwell parish, established in the 11th/12th centuries at Burrow Hill. This may represent a lost settlement for which there are no direct historic records.
The feudal social structure was geared to meeting London’s demand for agricultural products, especially grain. It prevailed throughout the medieval period, until the impact of the Black Death in the late 14th and 15th century shocked the agricultural economy, contributed to a contraction in the scale of farming, as indicated by the abandonment of buildings at Burrow Hill.  Some manorial lords abandoned direct exploitation of the estate in favour of leasing lands to tenant farmers.  This marked the start of a shift in tenurial arrangements that ultimately led to an increase in independently operated farm estates. 
After 1500 
By the 14th century a tenurial framework existed that largely defined the historic settlement pattern and the broader agricultural landscape that still survived immediately prior to the construction of Heathrow airport in 1944.  These villages and hamlets had continued to grow, largely within established boundaries, incorporating new buildings that reflect changing domestic architectural fashions of the 15th to 19th centuries, including the tastes of the land holding minor gentry and yeoman that emerged in the 17th and 18th centuries. 
The agricultural landscape centred on the villages and hamlets, comprised large open fields divided into cultivations strips with open common grazing on the adjoining heath.  Assarts and the increased demand for pasture in the 15th century resulted in enclosure of parts of the common land.  However, vestiges of the Bronze Age field systems still survived, at least in the northern part of Stanwell parish, perhaps as hedges that were adopted and reused as part of the medieval field system.
Further landscape changes include the creation of the Duke of Northumberlands River in 1530-43 to carry water from the river Colne to supply the Isleworth Mills.  This supply was further extended when the New River was constructed to supply water to Hampton Court.  By the beginning of the 19th century the majority of the common land was also enclosed.  This predominantly rural landscape was to survive throughout the 19th century and well into the 20th.
At the start of the 20th century a series of events presage a period of major transformation that radically alter the character of this rural landscape, with the advance of suburbanisation and the creation of urban infrastructure supporting the metropolitan growth of London.  Initially this change was driven by the availability of land isolated from the metropolitan urban area, a supply of clean water and the presence of mineral resources, all in close proximity to London.  Later improved connections to London were to drive further rapid change. 
Current situation
The trajectory of 20th century development transformed the Heathrow area from a largely rural landscape to a key element of a modern World City:
Numerous gravel pits created during extensive mineral extraction operations throughout the later 19th and 20th centuries.  Former and active gravel extraction areas remain a notable feature of the landscape, especially along the Colne valley.
Reservoirs supplying London’s drinking water were created within the Colne valley between 1900 and 1973, including Staines Reservoir (1901), King George VI Reservoir (1939), Wraysbury Reservoir (1967), and the Queen Mother Reservoir (1973).  These were mainly constructed by the nationalised Metropolitan Water Board or its private water company predecessors. They have been operated by Thames Water since 1973.
In 1930, British aero engineer and aircraft builder Richard Fairey purchased a 150-acre plot to build a private airport to assemble and test aircraft.  Harmondsworth Aerodrome comprised a single grass runway and a handful of hastily erected buildings, the humble precursor to the world’s busiest international airport. 
Perry Oaks Sludge Works, part of the West Middlesex Main Drainage Scheme, was built in 1935-37 to replace the ad hoc sewage systems that were no longer capable of servicing West Middlesex’s rapidly expand industry and population.  The Sludge Work has since been redeveloped to create Terminal 5. 
During World War II the government requisitioned land in and around the ancient agricultural hamlet of Heath Row, including Fairey’s Aerodrome, to build RAF Heston.  An RAF-type control tower was constructed and a ‘Star of David’ pattern of runways laid, the longest of which was 3,000 yards long and 100 yards wide. Work demolishing Heath Row and clearing land for the runways started in 1944. 
After the war the RAF no longer needed another aerodrome and it was officially handed over to the Air Ministry as London’s new civil airport on 1 January 1946.  The early passenger terminals were ex-military marquees which formed a tented village along the Bath Road. 63,000 passengers travelled through Heathrow during the first operational year. 
By 1951 passenger numbers had risen to 796,000 and British architect Sir Frederick Gibberd had been appointed to design permanent buildings for the airport. His plan (1950-1969) saw the creation of a central area which was accessed via a ‘vehicular subway’ running underneath the original main runway and included three terminals.  Further developments in the 1980s and in the 2000s saw the creation of Terminal 4 and Terminal 5.
Suburban residential development within existing nucleated historic settlements can be documented from before the 1930s.  As West Middlesex became an important manufacturing area, along with the creation of the airport and improved transport links to London, the increased rate of post-WWII residential expansion engulfed large areas to create the continuous residential estates that now largely characterise Hounslow, Southall and large parts of Hillingdon.
The Airport is served by motorway links that connect London with the national network, including the M4 (built 1965-7) and the M25 motorway (built 1975-1986).
Conclusion
The excavations at Terminal 5 led to the discovery of a range of previously unknown archaeological remains which have not only proven fundamental to understanding an important area of the Middle Thames Valley, but also demonstrate: 
· The scale of human endeavour, landscape manipulation and cultural development that has changed the natural environment over a period of 10,000 years;
· The value of investment in the capacity of the conservation sector to generate new approaches, in this case an interpretative framework for large scale landscape based archaeological research investigations,  that achieve a step change in knowledge and understanding of the past.
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