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“ From my perspective 

the panel was extremely 

useful and excellent 

feedback given to 

planners, client and 

design team.” 

 
ODRP survey respondent
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Introduction

This Annual Report is a summary of the contribution of 
the Oxford Design Review Panel (ODRP) from January 
2017 to July 2018. It sets out how the ODRP has helped 
Oxford City Council to create well-designed, sustainable 
places through the planning process and respond to 
growth pressures faced by the City.

A high-quality built environment is 
fundamental to maintaining and enhancing 
Oxford’s world-class identity. The ODRP 
was first established in 2014 and has 
reviewed almost one hundred different 
schemes since that time. More than one 
third of these projects have been through 
the review process more than once.

This report provides an 
overview of activities of  
the panel in 2017/18 and  
its advisory role within 
Oxford City Council 
planning processes. 

“ I realise that the 

process is essential 

in Oxford.” 

 
ODRP survey respondent

© Nickos
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Foreword

Oxford City Council

The City Council’s role in supporting the delivery of 
high quality place-making and the management of 
new development is a key responsibility. The work of 
the ODRP and the contribution of design review in our 
planning process are fundamental to ensuring that new 
development proposals are appropriately challenged  
and tested so we can all be confident that they will  
reach and exceed the standards necessary to earn  
their place in Oxford. 

We are pleased to be continuing our collaborative  
working with Design Council Cabe and are grateful  
for the support of our co-Panel Chairs and the Built 
Environment Experts who have contributed to the  
on-going successof the ODRP.

Patsy Dell
Head of Planning, 
Sustainable Development and 
Regulatory Services 
Oxford City Council 
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Foreword
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Design Council

Now in its 4th year of operation, the ODRP continues to support the City 
Council and the communities it represents to ensure the quality of design 
in new development across the city is of the highest possible standard. We 
are greatly indebted to the support of our panel with a wealth of national and 
international experience in sustainability, architecture, transport, planning, 
urban and landscape design. 

This experience is matched by a commitment to the city 
and its unique character and heritage alongside the health 
and wellbeing of the people who live, work and visit.  
With the support of the City Council, the panel and our 
team of advisors has built up a wealth of knowledge 
on local issues that have enabled the ODRP to review 
everything from student housing to new schools, world 
class research and teaching facilities to new public spaces 
and commercial offices.

Workshops are now being used more often at an early 
stage in the project delivery process, which provide 
support and discussion at a point where there is greater 
scope for the scheme to be developed. Schemes reviewed 
early in the planning process and which have addressed 
the ODRP panel advice during the course of one or more 
reviews and workshops have been more successful in 
terms of design and obtaining planning approval.

We have also been delighted to support the development 
of new policy and guidance that will help to shape the city 
for generations to come. This year we will be working with 
the City Council to better frame the advice that is given 
through our formal letters. The ODRP looks forward to 
continuing to support the City Council in delivering its  
vision as a world class city that celebrates its unique 
character and heritage while embracing the changes  
that are necessary to ensure its continued prosperity  
in the 21st century.

Clare Devine
Executive Director, Strategy,  
Design & Innovation
Design Council
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ODRP Co-chair

“The Oxford Design Review Panel reviewed a wide range of schemes from 
major strategic Masterplans on the periphery of the city through to small scale 
new interventions in the historic core. We have also seen a number of the more 
significant proposals two or three times throughout the design development 
period. This early and ongoing dialogue with the Design Teams, their Clients and 
the City Council, has created more opportunities for the Panel to really engage 
with the process of evolving a quality design through to a suitable planning 
application. 

The multidisciplinary Panel, represented by some of the best individuals in the Built Environment, 
works with the Design Teams via early round table Workshop sessions at the early design stages, 
through to more formal Reviewing of developed proposals. Each session having a panel made 
up of the relevant specialist disciplines - Urban Design, Heritage, Landscape, Environmental, 
Sustainability, etc - along with more generalist Architects and Designers gives a breath and  
depth to the analytical and constructively critical approach to the Design Review sessions.  
Each of these Review sessions is importantly followed up with detailed notes and letters,  
that clearly sets out the opinion of the Panel, with recommendations for reviewing the design 
before the next stages of development. 

The best of the Reviews invariably happens when the proposals are seen at the 
early gestation stage allowing for an iterative engagement and then returning as 
the project evolves. We have as a Panel seen a significant improvement in the 
quality of design and engagement in the Review process over the four years, 
and are committed to helping the City further in this trajectory to ensure we 
achieve the very best built environment for Oxford.”

Keith Bradley
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ODRP Co-chair

“The last year and a half have been a period of 
consolidation for ODRP. It has been a fascinating time, 
in which we have reviewed schemes of imaginative and 
exquisite quality in which the panel has been able to 
engage on matters of detailed design.

In the past we have been concerned about the late 
appointment of an urban designer and/or a landscape 
architect within the Design Team on projects, resulting in 
the wrong first design moves being taken. We are pleased 
to observe that this is now less often the case, to the huge 
benefit of the resulting projects and the city as a whole. 

It has proved an extremely fruitful period in terms of 
working in collaboration with the Oxford City planners 
and conservation officers, for whom we have a great deal 
of respect. Sometimes we see our job as reinforcing the 
advice they have already given which has contributed to 
significant improvements in the emerging design quality 
across the city. At other times, working as a team with  
the appointed Landscape Architects, Engineers, 
Sustainability experts, Urban designers, Conservation 
experts, and of course Architects, we have gone beyond 
that advice to help the client rethink its brief and to go  
back to first principles.

The job of the panel, made up of 40 Built Environment 
Experts with a wealth of local, national and International 
experience is to raise the level of design quality and 
ambition in Oxford to protect and enhance its world 
renowned heritage. We look forward to seeing the city 
evolve whilst retaining its unique charm and character”

Joanna van Heyningen
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Key development 
challenges in Oxford 
and emerging themes 
at design reviews

The dedicated ODRP services provided 
the opportunity to gain insight and learning 
from individual workshops and reviews, 
identifying a number of themes and issues 
recurring across development proposals. 
There are a number of key challenges to 
be managed within Oxford in order to bring 
forward well designed buildings, places and 
spaces. Being part of the ODRP since 2014 
has enabled panel members to acquire 
an intrinsic understanding of Oxford and 
its changing character. Many of the issues 
outlined are being effectively challenged 
during the review process.

Key development challenges:

 — Height, density and making optimal  
use of land available for development

 — Housing stock and student 
accommodation

 — Transport
 — Oxford vernacular and character
 — Leading with the landscape
 — Participation and engagement
 — Ageing, health and wellbeing
 — Retail and the longevity of the  
high streets

Page 11
© Helovi
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Height, density and making 
optimal use of land available 
for development

Density is an increasing issue across Oxford. The rising cost of property and 
the shortage of available land sometimes results in schemes that are often 
over-ambitious in terms of quantum, height and massing. In other cases, 
optimal use is not being made of the land available for development and it 
is equally important to maximise available land for new development and 
opportunities in terms of density. 

Height can be used to help relieve pressure on one area of a site by placing it in another. Within the 
historic centre of Oxford, the location of new towers and height requires careful consideration, and 
there are inherent rules, guidelines and expectations. The panel are working with Oxford City Council 
to understand where new taller buildings could be positive additions to the Oxford skyline and create 
the towers of the 21st century.

In cases where development is taking place within a campus environment (such as on a college site) 
or the developer owns a portfolio of sites (such as a housing provider), a holistic masterplan approach 
that considers the whole portfolio and assets that are in the developer’s ownership collectively will 
help maximise the value of the land within their ownership. 

There are concerns that developing on a piecemeal basis within a campus environment can create 
awkward site layouts and pockets of leftover space as well as constrict the ability to expand and 
contract. Further information on the site selection process and/or a wider masterplan approach 
should inform the scheme to justify the site selected for development.

At some reviews the panel have also commented that more flexibility could be 
incorporated in the design of new developments to changing demands, needs 
and economic conditions and accommodating future expansion/change.  
This will ensure that new buildings will be adaptable, sustainable and will  
endure in the long term and not require demolition early on in their life span.  
As an example, how a student accommodation scheme could be repurposed 
for residential use in the event it is surplus to demand.
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The ODRP make it 
clear that sites which 
are over-ambitious in 
terms of quantum are 
not acceptable, whilst 
encouraging higher 
levels of development 
and taller buildings 
to come forward in 
certain exceptional 
cases.

Page 13
© Sebasebo



14 Oxford Design Review Panel Annual Report 2017/18

Housing stock and student 
accommodation

A diverse mix of people and uses including accommodation contribute to a 
successful, thriving city. The emerging Local Plan 2036 acknowledges that there 
is a severe housing shortage and provision of affordable housing within the city 
of Oxford as well as pressures on the existing housing stock. There is also an 
increasing demand and provision for student housing and the amenities for 
these user groups. 

The city has in recent years experienced a booming housing market with rising 
house prices, comparable to London. There is also a scarcity of land in Oxford, 
partly as a function of the green belt, but there are other constraints, such  
as extensive areas of flood plain within the river valleys of the Thames and  
Cherwell and areas of nature conservation importance which present  
challenges to housing delivery. 

The make-up of residential accommodation within 
Oxford centre and the wider area needs to be closely 
monitored in order for the city to cater to its inhabitants. 
In a city with scarce land, student accommodation must 
be balanced carefully with the need for housing and 
employment space.
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In addition to encouraging 
optimal use to be made of 
residential sites, the ODRP 
often query how buildings 
and sites can be flexible in 
the long term and adaptable 
to alternative uses.

Page 14
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Transport

Public transportation, cycling and walking, amongst 
other means of sustainable transportation, will be crucial 
to maintain Oxford’s status as a world class city. The 
reliance on car usage and issue of car parking requires 
more stringent policies and protocols as well as a longer-
term view on car ownership trends. Car ownership is 
likely to decline in the future with improvements to public 
transport and systems and networks and technological 
changes such as autonomous vehicles and this needs 
to be planned for in the design of the public realm and 
buildings to ensure new developments are flexible and 
adaptable in the long term.

Many of the schemes are designed with current car 
ownership and parking demand in mind without 
considering how the site (landscape and buildings) could 
be reconfigured in the future. This results in sites which 
have been overly dominated by roads, parking and  
hard landscaping which can often appear bleak and  
sterile for the users of the site as well as create 
opportunities for conflict. 

More thought could be given to reducing the dominance 
of vehicles and prioritising walking and how to promote 
a sense of mental health and wellbeing in the design of 
the public realm. There are also concerns it would be 
challenging to repurpose leftover spaces within the site 
unless this is planned for during the masterplanning 
process. The panel would like to see schemes with lower 
levels of parking and more innovative public transportation, 
parking and servicing arrangements to ensure they will be 
flexible in the future.  

The ODRP questions schemes that 
are dominated by the needs of car 
users and asks design teams and 
developers to explore alternative 
layouts that prioritise pedestrian 
movement, whilst considering how 
internal and external car parking could 
be repurposed in the future. 

Page 17
© Helovi





18 Oxford Design Review Panel Annual Report 2017/18

Oxford vernacular and 
character

Design should result in distinctive 
architecture which adds to its context. 
History and heritage is a key part of 
Oxford’s identity, which attracts a 
significant number of tourist visitors 
each year. This inevitably presents 
challenges in accommodating growth 
without harming the setting and 
significance of the large number of 
listed buildings and conservation 
areas within the city. Identifying 
suitable materials and façade 
treatments is key in creating a place-
specific identity and character and 
integrating new development within 
this townscape. Development briefs 
and scheme design should be 
informed by key principles and design 
and vision narratives are needed to 
guide development.

Developing a new Oxford vernacular 
and creating a bespoke, place-
specific identity in the architecture 
and landscape whilst responding to 
local character is key to creating well-
designed developments. Some of the 
schemes seen by the design review 
have been lacking distinctiveness. 
Schemes could be more innovative in 
their design – particularly with regard 
to the environmental credentials 
and sustainability. Whilst this does 
not mean creating a contemporary 
building that stands out in every case, 
the panel felt that the design teams 
for some projects should be clearer 
on what they are trying to achieve 
(a building that sits quietly in the 
background or a more adventurous 
building) and the identity and 
character they are trying to create. 

Page 18
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The ODRP encourage applicants  
to be more ambitious and innovative  
in their building design to create a 
place-specific identity that enhances 
the locale. In particular, to inspire 
design teams to be more ambitious 
with the environmental credentials  
and sustainability strategy for  
their projects. 

Overly complicated 
materials can 
sometimes work 
against the context 
and using too 
many architectural 
typologies can clutter 
and overly complicate 
a scheme, leading to 
poor character, design 
teams are encouraged 
to reconsider their 
design where this is 
the case.
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Leading with the 
landscape

Many design teams attending reviews and workshops are 
now procuring a landscape professional at an early stage 
in the process to help masterplan and plan the layout 
within their site. This has been significantly improved since 
the ODRP has been established. However, there are still 
some cases where a landscape designer is not involved 
until late in the process after the layout of buildings and 
spaces within a site have been set. It is often difficult for 
the landscape designer to retrofit leftover spaces within 
the site and this results in poor quality amenity space if 
there are overshadowing issues or the spaces are poorly 
configured. 

Appointing a landscape designer as part of the design team early on in the 
process is key to ensure the site layout enables easily usable spaces for 
all ages and needs, and a range of activities (sports, social interaction and 
quiet relaxation) as well as a clear distinction between public, private and 
semi-private space. It is also important to ensure a good level of light, shelter 
from the elements and natural surveillance to promote health and wellbeing 
for the users of the site. This will also support the design team in defining 
an overarching strategy and desired function, look and feel of each of the 
spaces and help de-risk the project.

Page 20, 21
© Artsy

Where a landscape 
consultant has not 
yet been appointed, 
the ODRP generally 
considers this to be 
to the detriment of 
the project and it is 
important to consider 
the landscape at an 
early stage in the 
development project.
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Participation and 
engagement

The programming of stakeholder and public engagement within the 
development and delivery of schemes within Oxford is particularly important 
to help instil confidence in the design of new developments. The new NPPF 
places emphasis on engaging with communities and allowing residents to see 
proposed development before it’s built, making use of innovative new visual 
tools to promote better design and quality, which will also make sure new 
buildings fit in with their surroundings. 

Housing markets and economic trends do not reflect council boundaries. Given 
the shape and make-up of this tightly bound city, and the growing pressure on 
the city highways and green belt land on the outskirts, ongoing discussions with 
key stakeholders, such as the neighbouring councils and highways authorities 
must address the more strategic challenges impacting on Oxford’s growth, 
including transport, infrastructure, highways and housing.  

Public concern about and opposition to new developments can present 
challenges within the planning application determination process. Early and 
meaningful engagement is key in gaining early buy-in and delivering a project 
successfully, reducing the risk of delays and negative planning decisions. 

Page 22, 23
© Design Council
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The ODRP ask participants 
to clarify the programming 
of stakeholder and public 
engagement in the project 
development and delivery 
process to understand how 
communities and stakeholders 
can participate in the process.
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Ageing, health and 
wellbeing

Development should improve the health and wellbeing of 
users and strengthen the sense of inclusion across the 
site. The environments where we live and work have a 
major impact on our health and it will be important for new 
developments within Oxford to enable healthy lifestyles 
and support an ageing society in the design of buildings 
and the public realm. This should encompass increasing 
physical activity, providing access to healthier foods 
and nature, promoting social contact whilst ensuring the 
environment is inclusive and easy to navigate for people 
with different needs. 

More thought could be given to mental and physical health 
and wellbeing and ensuring quality of life for people in the 
design of schemes. As examples, ensuring there are good 
levels of internal space and daylight and outlook internally 
(limit building designs that create large numbers of single 
aspect units or rooms that are small in size) whilst greening 
the outdoor environment will provide opportunities 
for contact with nature. Central to this is considering 
connectivity to amenities and the wider area and physical 
permeability to promote walking, improving the quality of 
local routes will encourage users to access services and 
public transport within their local area by foot. Health, 
wellbeing and inclusivity should strongly feature in scheme 
visions and narratives.

Page 24
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The ODRP asks design 
review participants 
to consider the user 
experience and impact 
on quality of life, both 
for users of a building 
or space and those who 
experience the site.
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Retail and the 
longevity of the  
high streets

The new Westgate Centre development has significantly 
enhanced the retail offering of Oxford, in terms of 
floorspace. However, with the increase of online shopping, 
to secure the long-term future of Oxford’s high streets, they 
must remain vibrant and competitive and the connection 
between the Westgate Centre and the City Centre 
shopping hubs is key to their longevity. Good quality 
public realm, including lighting and efficient transport and 
movement systems, are equally important in supporting 
the character and function of Oxford’s high streets and 
creating streets that are enjoyable to navigate for visitors 
and Oxford’s residents. 

Page 26
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The ODRP encourages Oxford 
City Council and applicants to 
consider how movement and 
transport, and the public realm 
and lighting could support the 
future of Oxford’s high streets.
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Top tips for design 
teams attending a 
review/workshop

Detailed guidance is provided prior to a review by Design 
Council Advisors in a briefing meeting with the Design 
Team. Guidance on the process can also be found on 
Oxford City Council’s and Design Council’s website. We 
are welcome queries by email or phone.  

The information provided by the 
Design Team during a review is critical 
to help the panel better assess the 
impacts of the development and 
provide more in-depth feedback. It 
is important that the wider context is 
thoroughly considered in the design 
approach to each scheme. The panel 
will expect to see this understanding 
made explicit in the schemes that are 
being presented to it. 

More detailed heritage and 
visual impact assessments 
and good quality drawings 
including night and day 
shots assist panel members 
in providing detailed 
feedback at an early stage 
and we recommend that 
design teams are able to 
present clearly the outcomes 
of their contextual analysis. 

We also recommend for 
design teams to have more 
detailed information on the 
servicing arrangements for 
the panel to understand 
the impact of the measures 
proposed e.g. where plant will 
be located and how this would 
affect the height and visual 
appearance of the building.   
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The role of design 
in local and national 
policy

With the launch of the National Planning Policy Framework 
in July 2018, the Government has given a firm commitment 
to “refocusing on the quality and design of proposals which 
are in line with what local communities want”.

Design quality plays a significant role in growth and is 
recognised in local and national policy which reinforces the 
value of design to ‘create places that are safe, inclusive and 
accessible and which promote health and well-being’ and 
emphasises the importance of considering design quality 
throughout the evolution and assessment of individual 
proposals. 

National policy advocates the use of design workshops 
and peer review for assessing and improving the design 
of development. It goes on to state that ‘early discussion 
between applicants, the local planning authority and 
local community about the design and style of emerging 
schemes is important for clarifying expectations and 
reconciling local and commercial interests.’ This early 
engagement is critical to de-risking a project, helping to 
establish the expectations of the Local Authority early-on 
and ensuring that challenges are resolved early on.

Oxford’s emerging local plan reinforces this commitment to 
design quality at a local level and the Review Panel’s role 
in improving the quality of design is therefore critical to the 
planning process in Oxford.
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Case Studies
St Hilda’s College

The project for St Hilda’s College was reviewed twice by 
the Oxford Design Review Panel in between December 
2016 and May 2017. The scheme involved the creation of 
a tower as a point of interest/identification marker for the 
College which the panel were generally supportive of in 
principle but recommended the need for further contextual 
analysis was required of long views across the Magdalen 
Playing Fields. At the second review, the panel felt that 
the proposal for St. Hilda’s College was progressed with 
a high level of skill and care, and an impressive amount 
of contextual analysis and work to address previous 
comments during the review process including altering the 
building footprints to improve key views and connections. 
Planning permission for this scheme was granted on 29 
March 2018.

“Our reviews with 
the panel were 
extremely useful in 
the development of 
the proposals and we 
very much enjoyed the 
process and dialogue”
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Location

Proposal 
description

Type of planning 
application

ODRP Design 
Review

Design Review 
discussions

Planning 
committee 

report

St Hilda’s College, Oxford

Demolition of existing buildings and redevelopment 
comprising: erection of new building to provide student 
accommodation, porters lodge, middle common room, 
fellows’ accommodation and academic and administrative 
offices; erection of new pavilion building; removal of 
existing porch to old hall building and provision of 
replacement; creation of new pedestrian access from 
Cowley Place; replacement bin and bicycle parking.

Full
Architect: Gort Scott
Planning consultant: JPPC
Developer: St. Hilda’s College

The Scheme was reviewed by the Panel on:
December 2016: Design Workshop
May 2017: Design Review

 — Building in relation to its historic setting and wider 
context

 — Impact on key long and short views
 — Impact on the Grade I registered park and gardens of 

Christ Church and the Oxford Botanic Garden
 — Impact/contribution of the buildings on Oxford’s 

skyline 
 — Quality of the campus environment being created
 — Landscape and connectivity with the river environment
 — Elevational treatment and materiality
 — Design of the tower and lantern

“ The Design and Access Statement sets out clearly that 
the application has been developed following pre-
application discussions with officers and the Oxford 
Design Review Panel. The design of the scheme has 
been informed throughout its development by an 
understanding of the historic environment. The design 
has also been informed by the findings of a Landscape 
and Visual Impact Assessment which considers the 
impacts of the proposed design on significant views.”



Barton Park Phase 1 — Oxford Design Review Panel, June 4 2015

Masterplan as presented at ODRP 1

Barton Park Phase 1

Barton Park Phase 1 — Oxford Design Review Panel, June 4 2015

Masterplan / Ground Floor Plan

Barton Park Phase 1
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Case Studies
Barton Park Phase 1

The proposal for Barton Park Phase 1 went to design 
review twice in between February 2015 and June 2015, 
having also been reviewed at masterplan stage before in 
May 2014. Barton Park’s is designated as a ‘NHS Healthy 
New Town,’ the programme offers an excellent opportunity 
to unite public health, NHS providers and commissioners, 
planning and housing development to plan and build 
healthier places..  Phase 1 is an integral part of the Barton 
Area Action Plan (AAP) which was adopted in December 
2012 and sets the spatial vision and detailed policies for 
development of the site. Planning permission was granted 
for the reserved matters of this phase on 10 March 2016.

Barton Park Phase 1
Masterplan as presented at ODRP 1

Barton Park Phase 1
Masterplan / Ground Floor Plan
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Location

Proposal 
description

Type of planning 
application

ODRP Design 
Review

Design Review 
discussions

Land to the north of northern bypass 
road (A40), Barton

The works comprise the construction 
of 237 residential units (Class C3) 
with associated means of access 
and highways works; car and cycle 
parking; hard and soft landscaping; 
public realm works and ancillary 
structures. 

Reserved matters
Architect: ABA
Planning consultant: AECOM 
Developer: Hill

The Scheme was reviewed by the 
Panel on: February 2015: Design 
Workshop June 2015: Design review

 – How Barton Park could be 
developed as the garden suburb 
of the 21st century 

 – Character areas and design of 
buildings

 – Character for the A40 junction 
and access route into the site.

 – Mix and distribution of public 
and private space and treatment 
of boundaries, fences and 
hedges.

 – Variation of heights across the 
scheme and spacing between 
buildings 

 – Distribution of car parking 
spaces

Planning 
committee 

report

“ The design has been developed 
from the basic principles in a 
thoughtful manner designing 
buildings to maximise aspect for 
views and natural light, considering 
relationships between individual 
dwellings and integrating different 
dwelling types to create interesting 
places maximising the potential 
for activity to increase vitality and 
creates a high quality place that 
sets the standard for future phases 
for the Barton Park development.”
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Case Studies
Dragon School

The proposal for Dragon School went to design review three times 
in between November 2014 and June 2017, a new design team 
had been appointed at the third review. The discussion focused on 
the quality of life for the users of the site in terms of the landscape, 
daylight internally and access arrangements. At the first two 
reviews the panel had some concerns about the elevational and 
internal design of the building and the panel felt that the landscape 
design was under-developed. At the third review, there was a 
much stronger focus on the landscape design which was well-
received by the panel who felt it would strengthen the relationship 
between the new and the existing buildings and spaces, and 
provide potentially attractive outdoor areas for teachers, students 
and visitors. Planning permission was granted for this project  
on 25 January 2018.

THE DRAGON SCHOOL
OXFORDSHIRE DESIGN REVIEW PANEL
22.06.2017

Berman Guedes Stretton

1.
Entrance viewpoint

2.
Garden viewpoint

Zinc Roofing 

GRC louvres Red brick Red brick soldier coursing

Roof tiling Metal guttering

1

2

8

THE DRAGON SCHOOL
OXFORDSHIRE DESIGN REVIEW PANEL
22.06.2017

Berman Guedes Stretton

1.
Entrance viewpoint

2.
Garden viewpoint

Zinc Roofing 

GRC louvres Red brick Red brick soldier coursing

Roof tiling Metal guttering

1

2

8

Entrance viewpoint

Garden viewpoint
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Location

Proposal 
description

Type of planning 
application

ODRP Design 
Review

Design Review 
discussions

Planning 
committee 

report

The Dragon School, Bardwell Road OX2 6SS  

Erection of new Music School, construction of link  
to Lynam Hall, landscaping including the formation  
of a new courtyard, garden area to Lane House and  
entrance courtyard.

Full
Architect: BGS Architects
Planning consultant: JPPC
Developer: Dragon School

The Scheme was reviewed by the Panel on:
November 2014: Design review
May 2015: Design review
June 2017: Design review

 — Masterplan approach to the school site
 — Internal daylighting
 — Pedestrian access
 — Level differences and access arrangements for 

wheelchair users 
 — Relationship of the new building with the existing 

school
 — Landscape strategy for the site and long term 

maintenance plan 
 — Visibility and legibility of the entrance 
 — Long range views

“In reviewing the design prior to submission the  
Oxford Design Review Panel were supportive of the 
revised design proposals but had some reservations 
about the design of the building’s facades. In response 
the architects have revisited the detail of the facades 
and the proposed materials and are now presenting 
a more consistent and unified proposal with a strong 
albeit simplified design. The design panel felt that 
the design of the spaces around the building needed 
more careful consideration in order to allow a better 
relationship between Lane House and the new building. 
In response the contribution of the landscape architect 
appears stronger and more integrated. The panel were 
concerned about accessibility particularly given the level 
changes across the site and whilst they understood and 
applauded the design response in its use of existing 
levels they felt that there needed to be a more obvious 
response to the question of accessibility. The proposal 
includes a lift, which would provide access to the  
spaces within the new building and also the proposed 
link between the new building and adjacent Lynam  
Hall which would give greater connection between  
these spaces.”

THE DRAGON SCHOOL
OXFORDSHIRE DESIGN REVIEW PANEL
22.06.2017

Berman Guedes Stretton
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THE DRAGON SCHOOL
OXFORDSHIRE DESIGN REVIEW PANEL
22.06.2017

Berman Guedes Stretton
 

Section C-C
At location of future link

Section D-D
Through East wing, view to garden
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The ODRP in figures 

52 reviews

Since the start of 2017, the ODRP has  
carried out 52 reviews:  

—   7  Residential development
—   10  Mixed use masterplans
—   2  Worker accommodation
—   5  Mixed use buildings
—   17  Higher educational schemes 
—   6  Schools
—   1  Large scale infrastructure project
 —   1  Health project
 —   1  Ppublic realm project 
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71% thought 

the review 

process was 

helpful in terms 

of inspiring 

higher quality 

design

100% thought it was 

helpful in providing  

useful verbal advice

In total, 561 new homes were proposed during this period which will contribute to the City’s housing 
needs once they are built.
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100% thought 
it was helpful in 
providing useful 
written advice

Design Council carry out surveys 
after the design review process 
to understand the participant’s 
experience. One survey is submitted 
6 weeks after the review day and 
another 6 months later. In 2017/18, we 
received 55 survey responses in total 
from the local authority, private and 
other public sector/social enterprise 
clients as well as members of their 
design teams. 

72% thought 
the design review process 

helped endorse 
good design 

outcomes by 
increasing confidence in 

the success of 
the scheme

 
 

 90% would   
 

recommend a  

review to others

Two policy 

reviews carried 

out for Oxford 

City Council. 



89% anticipated 
that the advice 
in the letter will 
be taken
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72% thought 
the design review process 

helped endorse 
good design 

outcomes by 
increasing confidence in 

the success of 
the scheme
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Organisation that instigated reviews in 2017/18



Design Council
Angel Building
407 St John Street
London EC1V 4AB 

info@designcouncil.org.uk

+44(0)20 7420 5200 

designcouncil.org.uk/our-services

Oxford City Council  
St. Aldate’s Chambers
109 St. Aldate’s
Oxford OX1 1BX  

odrp@oxford.gov.uk

+44(0)18 6525 2246 

www.oxford.gov.uk/odrp


