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Meeting 11 February 2010 

Apologies were received from Peter Coppack, Helia Evans, Hugh Lake 

LBC and TfL both were unable to attend – a matter of great regret to the chair but both had 

sent messages 

LBC‟s message read: “You will be pleased to know that we have been working closely with 

Argent, Network Rail, TfL and Islington Council to try and improve York Way. 

Looking at the northern section of York Way that you have highlighted as being of 

concern one possible solution would be to consider a possible new crossing point here.  

Unfortunately Camden does not currently have funding to undertake such a crossing  but we 

will continue to try and see whether funding can be identified in the future. As the Argent 

scheme is built out additional improvements along the east side of York Way including new 

junctions, crossings, landscaping, lighting and planting will be delivered. 

Argent are committed, to improving the junction at Goods Way with York Way with an 

improved junction with a “green man” on all arms.  However it is unlikely that this 

junction will be constructed before 2011.  In the meanwhile Camden has recently improved 

the north-south crossing facility here and made it safer. 

We are currently working with Islington and TfL to develop proposals to improve the 

southern end of York Way, which includes both the eastern and western sides of York Way.  

There is also developer funding from Network Rail to improve York Way south of Wharfdale 

Road. These environmental improvements may include: widened and better paved footways; 

better street lighting; enhanced crossing points at the Wharfdale Road and Pentonville Road 

junctions, and minor changes to the location of bus stops and stands. Consultation on this is 

expected to commence during summer 2010. ” 

Transport for London provide the following statement and a map in response to our request 

for more and better bus services along York Way north of Wharfdale Road and service to 

University of the Arts (London) from October 2011: 

“Future plans for bus services at Kings Cross are stipulated within the S106 agreement for the 

Kings Cross area, which include a number of changes to the network to ensure adequate 

provision for the forecast increased demand within the Kings Cross Central development site. 

The changes include the 390 service moving to serve the centre of the site and two 

terminating services will penetrate the northern end of the Argent site to cater for the new 

demand created by the residential development. 

At present there are no plans to replace the 390 in York Way; however, once the triggers for 

the release of the S106 near a full review an evaluation of these plans will be undertaken to 

assess whether this new service pattern is still appropriate. Please note these plans should be 

treated as fairly conceptual at present, this work was undertaken to gain an insight into the 



potential future network requirements and subsequently was in part a S106 mitigation and 

master planning exercise. 

In addition please see the attached map which outlines the proposed service changes”  [It has 

not been possible to upload the map attachment to this website]  

A further message from Transport for London showed that no specific changes to the bus 

network planned for the opening of  University of the Arts (London) on-site in autumn 

2011. Bus route 390 is due for review in the next couple of months as part of the bus 

tendering programme, but TfL would argue the existing route is not infrequent because it 

runs at 7.5 buses per hour, Monday to Saturday, therefore they classify it as a high frequency 

service. 

Previous meeting 

Diana Shelley asked for the previous notes to be amended so that it corrects the treatment of 

York Way.  There are separate (and both important) problems. Suggested that the wording be 

as follows: 

 Need for a pedestrian phase at junction with Goods Way. 

 Need for some pedestrian safety for people crossing York Way at the junction with 

Randell‟s Road – a traffic island or lights or both. 

 Ditto at junction with the Linear lands / batching plant road. 

York Way:  buses 

The Chair had protested to TfL. The meeting expressed strong concern about the slow 

progress with the bus improvements. The following was agreed as a strategy: 

1. All buses which now terminate at KX should go through the site. This means 10 and 59 as 

well as those shown (on Argent‟s plan of 20.04.09). The cost is minimal since they make a 

terminating loop here already. 

2. The 10, 59 and 390 link to the south west; the 63 and 45 to the south east.  

3. The direct extension of 394 is welcome and was already included in the S106 agreement.  

It gives a link to Angel and points east. 

4.  The main deficiency is the lack of a two-way route to Camden High Street. The option we 

should consider pressing for is extending the 31. Re-routing the 46 is a poor second best 

because… 

5. We have to avoid cutting services to other people, e.g. those who need the 46 where it is 

now, those living at the lower end of Caledonian Road and would not want to loose any of 

the 17, 91, 259, those who still wait for the 390 and have its journey times increased. 

6. There is no case for any brand new routes. 



Robert Evans commented that it will be hard to get anything out of TfL; they won‟t do 

anything unless they have to, and they face swingeing cuts.  There is a TfL document on 

developer contributions referred to in the S106. Essentially TfL seeks a pump-priming 

payment for ?3 years, followed by review. The agreement is not in terms of phasing plans, 

but floorspace thresholds for each route.  There is a balance to be struck on timing – and that 

will be true for R4 and York Way. Robert Evans offered to send the Chairman details of what 

is involved for these buses; he doubted whether R4 by itself will trigger bus payments, 

though the UoA could help. Argent will not be able to bring payments forward, nor is TfL 

likely to start without contributions.  However the prospects for route realignment are much 

better and TfL might respond to a case being made. 

The Draft Replacement London Plan is quite positive on new buses for new developments;  

Mayor‟s Transport Strategy is more pessimistic;  the business plan recently out talks about 

substantial cuts in buses.  There is no coherent policy.  We have to keep pushing. 

York Way: safety, landscaping, uses 

No-one was at the meeting from LBI to comment. 

Temporary uses: The Chair made the case for constructive interim / temporary uses and / or 

bringing forward landscaping.  NB DS adds that LBI has been planting trees along the eastern 

side of York Way. Norman Sheppard said Camden are planting fruit trees somewhere in 

borough. 

Robert Evans said York Way stands to be done before the Argent scheme is 80% complete 

(from memory). Goods Street is now largely built and its junction with York Way will have 

to be done by early 2011. See the illustrative Highways Plan of 2005 which they are 

following. R4 has landscape and planting.  Also Argent is discussing a crossing there with 

Camden. It could be finished by early 2012. 

R5 is close behind (also for One Housing Group).  Reserved matters application later in 2010. 

Also T6 for student housing – application April 2010. 

Cumulatively all this will deal with most (though not all) of York Way. 

They aim to start building the Boulevard at end of 2010 and would re-profile Goodsway at 

the same time. Planning to re-apply for permission on the Boulevard to take advantage of the 

cancellation of the tram and allocate more space for pedestrians. The Boulevard will be the 

best pedestrian route for many people who now have to use York Way. 

Once the Granary changes are finished people will be able to get on or off the towpath at the 

Boulevard. 

R4 

The meeting considered Argent‟s „reserved matters‟ application (Application 2010/0389/P) 

for R4. Comments and objections need to reach Camden by 18 February. The Planning 



Response Team of the Forum has been affected by (a) a potential conflict of interest and (b) 

absence, leaving only one person to comment. 

East Lane appears on the drawings but no longer has a junction with York Way. Instead there 

is to be a triangular area of recreation space for skate boarding (or something). 

The adjustments in the plans have the same residential floorspace, but lose 15 units fewer 

than there would have been under the S106 agreement. The units are larger than had been 

expected. However, they are counted as 132 units instead of 117, so the S106 actions for 132 

units are triggered. Trade-offs of this kind had always been possible under the S 106 

agreement, says Robert Evans. These changes in accommodation were requested by Camden 

(supported housing) and by One Housing (rent to buy instead of key worker studios). 

The roof garden is not open to the whole block but only to the „intermediate‟ / part-buy 

tenants. It does not cover the whole of the lower blocks. 

There are many balconies; these are regarded by Argent as amenity space but arguably should 

not be, said some people in the meeting.  The application drawing does not convey storage 

space well but Argent believe that the design standards are introducing storage. The balconies 

are quite large, according to Argent. 

Perhaps there are not enough balconies (suggested by Norman Sheppard). 

The design is by PRP and Argent are proud of it. PRP are a good choice (according to 

Norman Sheppard). 

Part, but only part, of the basement is visible at street level. The ground slopes down from 

York Way. 

Though the building is sealed with mechanical heat recovery the windows can be opened in 

all units.  The application document is badly drafted; Robert Evans clarified the situation. 

The noise level is believed by Argent to be at the higher end of C or the lower end of D. A 

high performance glazing system mitigates the noise problem in this and many other 

proposals 

R4 got smaller when R2 and R5 got bigger, within the totals for area R in the outline 

application documents. 

The Chair thanked Robert Evans for his very constructive participation in the meeting. 

LU structures in the square before King’s Cross Station  

The design of these has temporary planning permission only, though LU has a continuing 

right to have a vent and a staircase. Camden is refusing to let the present structures stay and 

thus be a constraint on competitors in a forthcoming design competition; LU is about to 

appeal. Richard Kirby asks whether we would speak in support on 23/24/25 March. What do 

we think? People spoke in support of helping to ensure that the structures do not have 



perpetual rights to exist.  The Forum as such does not have standing at the appeal but could 

appear as a witness for Camden. There was unanimous agreement to support Camden.   The 

Chair was proposed,  seconded and elected as representative. The Chair will send an email 

about when he will appear so that others can come and support. Del Brenner volunteered to 

go. 

Funds 

The Chair announced that the Forum might be going to get some money, in which case it 

would need to open a bank account and have a treasurer.  The meeting approved these 

actions. 

Matty Mitford volunteered; she has done it for Living Streets and others at Coop Bank. 

Lisa Tang could help with Natwest Camden Town; Unity Trust Bank was also recommended 

by a number of those present. 

Next meeting  

Thursday 10 June 2010 [subsequently re-arranged for 14 June 2010] 

 


