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Comment submitted on behalf of the Friends of Old Headington 19th December 2014 

While there remains much to regret about the procedure by which the Castle Mill Flats were proposed, permitted, 

and built without a thoroughgoing assessment or realization of the environmental impact we can all see today, the 

Trustees of the Friends of Old Headington aim to comment solely on the measures proposed which might undo 

some of the damage done to Port Meadow and its setting, and compensate for some of the harm done to those 

once superb views of the city spires which are world famous and are widely recognized as among Oxford’s important 

heritage assets. 

The fact that an Environmental Statement produced by the University is the subject of a public consultation run by 

the City Council must give us hope that both those institutions will take serious notice of opinions expressed by the 

respondents during the next stages, and that the West Area Planning Committee will contribute in full measure to 

this process. 

With regard to the three options set out in the Environmental Statement, it is clear from the independent 

assessment of each that the third is the only one which offers a chance of genuine mitigation of some of the impact 

of the residential blocks. 

Even the implementation of Option 3 (removal of the top storey, cladding the buildings, and planting trees) would 

only shift the adverse impact of the Castle Mill blocks from “High” to “Medium” for the key viewpoints set out in 

Table 8.2. This suggests that Option 3 is almost by definition not radical, not drastic, not unthinkable, but entirely 

reasonable, and we therefore urge the Council to persuade the University to steel itself to the expenditure required, 

and do the decent thing by Oxford and its heritage (for which after all, many students choose this City and this 

University). 

The sheer scale of public anxiety as evidenced by the level of media coverage, the urging by pressure groups, the 

public outcry from dons and alumni, plus the hundreds of comments submitted to the Council as part of the current 

consultation makes it very clear that this is a hugely important issue which goes to the heart of Oxford’s sense of 

itself, its universally acknowledged heritage status, and its duty to preserve and enhance its historic features and 

environment.  

We draw your attention to two of the pictures forming part of the submission by Valerie Petts to this public 

consultation, dated 4 December on the Documents page of the Planning website for this consultation (IMAGE-

1532426.jpg IMAGE-1532427.jpg): they show with terrible clarity just what has been done to the Port Meadow 

aspect of Oxford’s glorious inheritance. 

 

We urge in the strongest terms the full implementation of Option 3, with sensitivity and vision as to the cladding and 

planting. It is essential that the quality of remedial measures be of the highest, both for the sake of Port Meadow 

and for the reputation of the University which has itself suffered serious harm as a result of the sheer crassness of 

the buildings it commissioned and erected for this development.  

 
Veronica Hurst (Chairman) on behalf of the Committee. 
9 Stoke Place, Headington, OX3 9BX 
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