
 

 

1 Oxfordshire Historic Landscape Characterisation 

Case Study 5: Comparing the County and 
the City 

1. Introduction 
 
This case study investigates how the distribution and frequency of certain HLC Types varies between 
the county of Oxfordshire and the city of Oxford. 
 
It analyses the occurrence of manufacturing sites, certain recreational sites, and unenclosed land. 
 
The report is arranged into the following sections: 
 
1. Introduction 
2. Manufacturing in Oxfordshire 
3. Sports, Golf, Public and Country Parks, and Other Leisure Facilities in Oxfordshire 
4. Unenclosed Land in Oxfordshire 
 
 
This research forms part of the Oxfordshire Historic Landscape Characterisation Project conducted 
by Oxfordshire County Council and funded by Historic England. The project is due for completion in 
July 2017. Any data presented here is © Oxfordshire County Council and Historic England. Where 
maps have been used they have been reprodced under license from Ordnance Survey. © Crown 
copyright and database rights 2017 Ordnance Survey 100023343. Use of this data is subject to terms 
and conditions. 
 
 
  



 

 

2 Oxfordshire Historic Landscape Characterisation 

2. Manufacturing in Oxfordshire 
 
2.1 Research questions 
 

- Is there a pattern to the location of manufacturing in the county? 
- Where and on what type of land do these sites develop? 
- Are different patterns observable between the development of factories in the county and 

the city? 
- What are the difficulties associated with this analysis? 

 
2.2 Methodology 
 
To analyse the distribution of manufacturing and processing in Oxfordshire, records characterised by 
the HLC Type “Industry –Manufacturing” or “Industry – Processing Industry” were identified and 
mapped using the MapInfo HLC.tab layer and the SQL Query: HLCType = “Industry – Manufacturing” 
Or HLCType = “Industry – Processing Industry”.  
 
Definitions used by the Oxon HLC:  

- “Industry – Manufacturing” characterises an area of land or building complex used for the 
creation of goods. 

- “Industry – Processing Industry” characterises industries applying various processes to 
primary materials to prepare them for use either directly or in manufacturing industry. 

 
The identified records were then individually investigated: where appropriate, they were grouped to 
form complete industrial units; their date and position relative to settlement was recorded; and 
their previous types noted. 
 
2.3 Results 
 
In total, 33 records were identified. Once the records were grouped into distinct industrial sites, 12 
sites remained: including iconic factories, such as the Mini plant in Cowley; historic sites, such as the 
Jam Factory in central Oxford; and modern businesses such as JSP Limited, which developed on the 
site of a post medieval mill on the River Windrush (Table 1). Seven of the identified sites lie outside 
the City of Oxford, suggesting that manufacturing is not solely focused on this economic centre, but 
spreads throughout the county. 
 
Unique ID (s) Group / Name Date Position Previous Type 
HOX12987  20th 

century 
South-West of 
Broughton Poggs 

Post Medieval piecemeal 
enclosure 

HOX12288  20th 
century 

East of Eynsham, 
beside a stream 

Eynsham Post Medieval 
wharf 

HOX3708  20th 
century 

South of Bicester Former rough ground 
probably enclosed by 
planned fields in the early 
19th century and then 
reorganised in the 19th 
and 20th century 

HOX4854  20th 
century 

South-Eastern edge 
of Thame 

Former open fields 
probably enclosed by 
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planned fields in the early 
19th century 

HOX12699 Wychwood 
Brewery 

19th and 
20th 
century 

Within Witney, 
formerly on the 
South-Western edge 
of the town 

Formerly the early 19th 
century Eagle Brewery 
which developed behind 
Post Medieval residential 
buildings 

HOX12926 JSP Ltd. 20th 
century 

Countryside location, 
beside the River 
Windrush 

Formerly the site of a Post 
Medieval mill used in the 
19th century as a mop and 
blanket factory 

HOX13593  20th 
century 

South of Charlbury, 
beside the railway 
station and near the 
River Evenlode 

A late 19th century gas 
works was built on former 
partially enclosed river 
meadow 

HOX14487, 
15536-7 

Oxford 
University Press 

17th – 19th 
century 
with 20th 
century 
expansion 

Central Oxford, 
previously the 
Eastern edge of the 
city 

The 20th century 
extensions redeveloped 
19th century housing 
which had been built in 
Post Medieval piecemeal 
enclosures 

HOX14244-8, 
14319, 14447, 
14964-5, 
14971, 16957 

BMW Mini 
Factory 

19th – 20th 
century 

South-Eastern edge 
of Oxford 

Later 20th century 
redevelopment on land 
formerly occupied by a 
railway line and works. 
The early factory and the 
railway were constructed 
primarily on planned 19th 
century enclosures and 
some earlier piecemeal 
fields.  

HOX14449, 
14962-3 

County Trading 
Estate 

20th 
century 

South-Eastern edge 
of Oxford 

Mixture of planned 19th 
century enclosure and 
probably earlier piecemeal 
enclosure 

HOX14577-9, 
15338-40, 
15438 

Boat yard 19th – 20th 
century 

Central Oxford, on 
the River Thames 

The original yard 
expanded on to land used 
by canal infrastructure 
and 19th century housing 

HOX15793, 
16521 

The Jam Factory 19th 
century 

Central Oxford, near 
the railway station 

Built on the site of earlier 
residential housing 

Table 1: Manufacturing and Processing sites characterised by the HLC in Oxfordshire 

Table 1 shows that both brownfield and greenfield sites have been used for the development of 
these industrial sites. The 19th century sites – Wychwood Brewery, the Boat yard, and The Jam 
Factory – were built on land which was already occupied by buildings and a degree of demolitions or 
conversion may have been necessary. The use of brownfield sites, however, is not solely a preserve 
of the 19th century as illustrated by JSP Limited and the processing plant east of Eynsham which 
redeveloped the site of the post medieval wharf. Similarly, greenfield sites are not only used by 
modern factories and two of the oldest and biggest (and most iconic) are also built within fields – 
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Oxford University Press and the BMW Mini factory. Examples of modern factories built within fields 
include those near Broughton Poggs and Thame.  
 
Unsurprisingly, the 20th century factories tend to be located on the edge of settlements, where there 
is space, access to communication routes, and fewer earlier buildings to clear. The 19th century Mini 
factory was also built on the edge of a settlement, probably for the same reasons as the later sites. A 
railway line and works, removed in the 20th century, may have also provided an incentive to use this 
location.  Town/city centre locations tend to be used by the 19th century or older sites, although at 
the time of their development this may not have been the case. For example, Oxford University 
Press lies at the heart of the Jericho community with Oxford, but prior to the 19th century would 
have lain on the eastern edge of the city, between the settlement and the canal and river Thames. 
The Boat yard, now surrounded by properties lining Abingdon Road, would also have been 
peripheral to the post medieval city.  
 
 Hectares  % of Total Area 
County 29.96 0.012 
City 116.41 2.54 

Table 2: Amount of land characterised as Manufacturing or Processing 

 
In terms of the types of sites used and their locations, little distinction can be made between those 
factories in the city and those in the county and factories are found across Oxfordshire. Considering 
frequency, there is evidence to suggest that these types of site are more common in the city as they 
take up 2.54% of the land, compared to just 0.012% in the county (Table 2). In addition, it appears 
that oldest and longest lived factories tend to be found in Oxford itself. It is perhaps no surprise that 
these are the most famous ‘brands’ for which Oxford is known – Mini, Oxford University Press, and 
the Jam Factory (formerly Cooper’s Jam and Marmalade). The advantages provided by the city – 
access to markets, large workforces, and extensive rail networks – all working together to ensure the 
success and survival of these businesses. 
 
The significance of the observations made in this analysis must be set against the limitations of the 
dataset. In particular, this analysis is restricted by the methodology used to characterise Oxfordshire, 
specifically the minimum digitisation size. As such, the observations made here are confined to only 
those sites which in the county cover a minimum of 1 hectare. Numerous smaller sites, such as Hook 
Norton brewery, therefore, are not included in this analysis. Of course, this limitation does not 
negate the value of this analysis, but it must be emphasised that not all manufacturing and 
processing sites have been considered. The grain of analysis does not seem to bias the identification 
of factories in the city, however, as all the sites identified here would have been large enough to 
have been identified if they lay in the wider county. As previously stated, the bias is towards larger 
sites in the county, with small factories omitted which would increase the number of hectares 
occupied by these sites in the county.   
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3. Sports, Golf, Public and Country Parks, and Other Leisure Facilities in 
Oxfordshire 
 
3.1 Research questions 
 

- Are these recreational facilities more common in the city or the county? 
 
3.2 Methodology  
 
To analyse the distribution of sports sites, golf courses, public and country parks, and other leisure 
facilities  in Oxfordshire, records characterised by the HLC Types “Recreation – Sports Facilities”, 
“Recreation – Golf Course”, “Recreation – Public Park”, “Recreation – Country park” and “Recreation 
– Other Leisure Facilities” were identified and mapped using the MapInfo HLC.tab layer and the SQL 
Query: HLCType = "Recreation -Sports Facilities" Or  HLCType = "Recreation - Golf Course" Or 
HLCType = “Recreation – Public Park” Or HLCType = “Recreation – Country Park” Or HLCType = 
"Recreation - Other Leisure facilities".  
 
Definitions used by the Oxon HLC: 

- “Recreation – Sports Facilities” characterises areas whose dominant character is provision 
for sporting activity, whether or not commercially provided, and whether or not in areas of 
purpose-built structures. This includes recreation grounds, playing fields, and swimming 
pools. 

- “Recreation – Golf Course” characterises a landscaped area of ground, encompassing 
different types of terrain and features, such as ponds, sand-filled bunkers etc, on which the 
game of golf is played. This also includes associated buildings, such as club houses. 

- “Recreation – Public Park” characterises land, often in urban areas, dedicated to outdoor 
public recreation. Usually with ornamental planting of trees and shrubs, with some formal 
gardens, ornamental ponds, public conveniences & playgrounds. 

- “Recreation – Country Park” characterises areas of managed countryside designated for 
visitors to enjoy recreations, such as walking specified parks and trails, in a rural 
environment. Often provides public facilities such as car parking, toilets, cafes and visitor 
information. Sometimes found on the rural-urban fringe. 

- “Recreation – Other Leisure Facilities” characterises places used for other types of sporting 
and recreational activities. 

 
The identified records were too numerous for individual analysis and were, therefore, analysed at a 
more general scale. 
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3.3 Results 

 
In total, 423 records were identified, including the polo ground at Kirtlington Park, the Rugby Club at 
Thame, the ski training slope near Brize Norton, various village playing fields like that at Churchill, 
and cricket and football grounds like those in Ascott under Wychwood and Middle Barton. In the city 
these include the Kassam Football Stadium, Southfields Golf Course, and the Oxford University 
Boathouses. These 423 records cover a combined 3591.46 hectares and make up 10.86% of the city 
and 1.22% of the county (Table 1). As with other Types, these 423 records do not represent discrete 
sites – Southfields Golf Course for example comprises 3 polygons – and percentage of total area 
covered is likely to be a better indicator of how common these HLC Types are in the city and the 
county than frequency. 
 

 Area covered by Sports, Golf, and 
Other Leisure Facilities 

% of Total area covered by Sports, 
Golf, and Other Leisure Facilities 

City 497.29 hectares 10.86% 
County 3094.17 hectares 1.22% 

Table 3: The area of land characterised as Sports, Golf, Public or Country Park, or Other Leisure 
Facilities by the City and County HLCs 

Figure 1: Various Recreation HLC Types in Oxford and the wider county 
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The percentages shown in Table 1. suggest that these HLC Types are more common in the city than 
in the county, almost ten times as common. One reason for this high percentage in the city might be 
the sports grounds and facilities associated with Oxford University and Oxford Brookes University, 
which includes the playing fields for the various colleges, such as Merton College Sports Ground. In 
total, these university related sporting facilities cover 97.6 hectares, almost half of all the land 
recorded as the HLC Type “Sport Facilities” in the city. These, however, cannot account for this high 
percentage alone.  
 
In Oxford, there are a number of large Public Parks, such as South Park, Florence Park, and 
Headington Hill Park. These cover large areas of land and contain playgrounds, open lawns, and 
trees. Over ¼ of the land covered by the Recreation Types considered here in the city are 
characterised as parks such as these, representing 2.75% of the city as a whole (Figure 1). If Country 
Parks are also included in this figure, then the area of the city covered rises to 3.71%. In contrast, in 
the County Public and Country Parks cover only 0.08% of the land. Instead, the county is covered by 
large areas of ornamental parks and gardens relating to stately homes – Blenheim Park, for example.  
 
The data is certainly biased towards the city due to its finer digitisation grain and it is anticipated 
that a number of buildings which host sporting facilities within the towns – Banbury, Abingdon, 
Didcot etc. – will have been neglected. This does not, however, affect the parks and the golf courses 
and a distinction still remains between the percentage of land occupied by these types of recreation 
in the city and the county.  
 

 
  

Figure 2: University Parks, a public park in the centre of Oxford. 
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4. Unenclosed Land in Oxfordshire 
 
4.1 Research questions 
 

- Is unenclosed land more common in the city or the county? 
- Why might there be high survival of unenclosed land in the city? 
- Is there a difference between where unenclosed land occurs in the city and in the county? 

 
4.2 Methodology  
 
To analyse the distribution of unenclosed land in Oxfordshire, records characterised by the Broad 
Type “Unenclosed Land” were identified and mapped using the MapInfo HLC.tab layer and the SQL 
Query: BroadType = “Unenclosed Land”. This returned all land characterised as either “Unenclosed –
Rough Ground” or “Unenclosed –Green”.  
 
Definitions used by the Oxon HLC:  

- “Unenclosed Land – Rough Ground” characterises land which show no visible evidence of 
recent agricultural improvements, including downlands and unimproved common ground. 

- “Unenclosed Land – Green” characterises areas of often grassy ground, usually common, 
normally situated at the centre of a village or hamlet, sometimes within or near a town. 
Usually maintained by grazing. 

 
The identified records were then individually investigated and their landscapes analysed. 
 
4.3 Results 
 
In total, 160 records were identified – 94 in the county and 66 in the city – including Swalcliffe 
Common, Highmoor Common, Chilton Down, and Binsey Common. These do not represent 160 
distinct areas of unenclosed ground as some areas have been recorded as multiple records to 
capture information on their different characteristics or different previous types. For example, 
Swyncombe Down is recorded as HOX6403 and HOX6404, with the polygons divided by a now 
wooded earthwork. In the city, Port Meadow is recorded as HOX14796-7 and HOX16805-11 with the 
slip-off slopes of the River Thames recorded separately to the wider meadow. With this in mind, the 
total area covered by unenclosed land in the county and city may be a more useful indicator of the 
frequency of this character type (Table 4). 
 
 % of Total area covered by 

Unenclosed – Rough Ground 
% of Total area covered by 
Unenclosed – Green 

City 7.57% <0.01% 
County 0.59% 0.032% 
Table 4: The area of land characterised as Unenclosed Land recorded by the City and County HLCs 

 
Table 4 indicates three things: first, rough ground is more common than greens, a fact which is 
unsurprising given the smaller size of greens and their location within settlements which leaves 
them more vulnerable to development. Second, no greens are recorded by the Oxford HLC. This is 
not a product of the conversion and integration of the city’s data into the Oxfordshire HLC, in fact 
“Green” was not a character type used by the Oxford HLC. This may indicate that either no greens 
were identified, that no green large enough for digitisation was identified, or that greens were 
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included within the character type “Commons”. The Oxford HLC Methodology document suggests 
that the latter was the case and this can be seen at Goose and Wolvercote Green which are 
characterised as rough ground. Third, the table suggests that unenclosed rough ground occurs more 
frequently within Oxford than within Oxfordshire.  
 
The high frequency of unenclosed land recorded in Oxford is, in part, a consequence of the inclusion 
of the Oxford HLC Type “Riverine Landscape” within the Oxfordshire HLC Type “Rough Ground”. 
Areas affected by this type focus primarily around the university boat houses strung along the River 
Thames. This type was included with Rough Ground as, outside of the AONBs, rough ground in the 
county also tends to occur beside the major rivers. Furthermore, even if this land is not included 
within analysis of Rough Ground, the frequency of this type in the city still remains high. It includes 
the meadows – Christ Church Meadow, Angel and Greyhound Meadow, Magdalen Water Walks and 
Long Meadow, and Music Meadow – all of which are owned and, significantly, preserved by colleges 
of Oxford University (Christ Church, Magdalen, and Merton). The age and wealth of these 
landowners is likely to have been instrumental in the survival of these meadows. In terms of area 
covered, however, all of these, even when combined, pale in comparison to Port Meadow, the large 
swathe of common which stretches along the north-western edge of Oxford, lying between the city 
and the River Thames. 
 
Covering in excess of 160 hectares, Port Meadow accounts for almost 50% of the rough ground 
characterised by Oxford HLC. Unlike the meadows owned by the Oxford Colleges this land is a true 
common and the Freemen of Oxford and Wolvercote still hold rights to graze animals on the land – 
as they did in the Domesday Book. The meadow is now an SSSI and a Scheduled Monument and is 
protected from development. Unlike the college meadows, the survival of this area may be due to its 
seasonal flooding and the persistence of common rights held dear by the local population.  
 
As with Port Meadow, elsewhere in the county rough ground does survive beside rivers – such as the 
c.20 hectares between Shipton-on-Cherwell and the River Cherwell. However, this landscape is not 
the most commonly used by rough ground; this is one of the biggest differences between the 
occurrence of rough ground in the city and in the county. In the city riverside meadows dominate (all 
of those named above lie beside a river), whereas, in the county, chalk downlands are the most 
common landscapes where rough ground survives. This is clearly illustrated by Figure 3. 
 
Figure 3 shows that there are concentrations of Unenclosed Land in the south and south-east of the 
county, in areas which correspond with the North Wessex Downs and Chilterns AONBs. In the North 
Wessex Downs examples include Ardington Down, East Ginge Down, and Long Valley Down which, 
when combined into a single contiguous area, covers an area of c.173 hectares south of the 
Lockinges and on the Ridgeway. In the Chilterns, Swyncombe Down covers c.100 hectares and 
further east five areas of downland lie on the Chilterns scarp slope between Watlington Hill and 
Beacon Hill. Unlike in the city and in other parts of the county, survival here seems to rely on the 
steep gradient of the land, the rural nature of the landscape, and the chalk geology. 
 
Despite occurring in different landscapes and their reasons for survival likely stemming from quite 
different sources, the lack of human intervention in these areas means that archaeological 
preservation is a feature of unenclosed land in both the city and the county. Having never been 
ploughed, earthworks of a number of Bronze Age barrows, an Iron Age settlement, and 17th century 
Parliamentary Civil War fortifications remain on Port Meadow. Similarly, a section of Grim’s Ditch 
and tumulus are shown on Ardington Down; the downland around Uffington Castle preserves 
various tumuli, the White Horse, and the hill fort itself; and an earthwork described as a ‘Danish 
Embankment’ on the 1st Edition OS cuts across Swyncombe Down. 
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Figure 3: The distribution of unenclosed land in Oxford and Oxfordshire 
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