
Kings Cross Development Forum 

Annual Review Meeting 30 September 2010  

Committee Room 2, Camden Town Hall, Judd Street, London WC1H 9JE 

1            Attendance 

1.1         Present 

Del Brenner, Jeanne Burnett, Malcolm Campbell, Jon Chamberlain, Michael Edwards, Helia 

Evans, Aileen Hammond, Anne Howeson, Jim Humphris, Angela Inglis, Hugh Lake, Fiona 

Maclean, Robert Milne, Matty Mitford, Geoffrey Roper and Diana Shelley 

1.2         Apologies 

Peter Brayshaw, Sue Cartwright, Peter Coppack, Marian Larragy, Charlynne Pullen, Roger 

Robinson and Norman Sheppard 

2            Previous meeting 

2.1         Notes 

The notes for the meeting of 14 June 2010 had been circulated and posted on the website and 

were formally approved. 

2.2         Matters arising 

2.2.1       Canal 

Del Brenner reminded the meeting that there had been a consultation in March on the British 

Waterways proposals for spending the Section 106 money (roughly £1.2 million). Since 

collating the comments in June the architects (Lathams) have heard nothing from British 

Waterways. British Waterways are thought to wish to treat all the work as permitted 

development, not as requiring planning approval. However, permitted development can 

encompass only work concerned with navigation or public safety. The meeting noted that Del 

Brenner would assemble a group of about four people to apply pressure to ensure that the 

proposals were submitted for planning approval and that the money was not wasted. 

3            Planning Response Team 

3.1         Retrospective 

Michael Edwards summarised the plans that had been approved within King’s Cross Central, 

including the University of the Arts, T1 (1-3 Canal Street), R2 (1 Goods Street), R4, B2, B4, 

B6 and the Boulevard. The Planning Response Team had commented that the proposals for 

some of the public realm were deeply unimaginative. 

3.2         T6 



The Planning Response Team had tabled a draft response on the application for T6, which 

dealt especially with the height of the building and the lack of plans to make transport and 

retail facilities available for the early occupants of King’s Cross Central and adjoining areas.  

The height of the proposed building excited most attention. The lower buildings at King’s 

Cross Central were limited by the sight lines for St Paul’s dome; T6 would reach the top of St 

Pancras’ clock tower. It would be a precedent for other developments, especially ones where 

outline consent had been given. It would breach the policy on tall buildings in Islington 

which states (in the core strategy plan) “An evidence base assessment has been conducted to 

determine if there are any suitable locations for tall buildings in Islington. This assessment 

has concluded that there are no locations suitable for additional tall buildings outside the 

south of the borough…”. It would worsen the feeling of York Way as a canyon; the published 

views give a misleading impression of its height relative to the other buildings in York Way. 

The meeting considered that the size and height of the rooms might be unsuitable for art and 

design students did not constitute grounds for objecting to planning. However, planning 

considerations did involve matters such as adequacy of storage. 

The meeting noted that councillors might need to be reminded that this was a fresh 

application, not a minor variation on the building for which outline consent had been given, 

and should be treated as such. The meeting agreed that the response to the application on T6 

should continue to deal with the height of the building and the lack of plans for facilities and 

should stress in particular the precedent that would be set by approving the application and 

the breach of the policy on tall buildings. 

4            Design Panel 

No meeting had been held. 

5            Construction Impact Group 

The report was held over, owing to shortage of time. 

6            Access Forum 

No meeting had been held. 

7            Annual review 

7.1         Report 

Geoffrey Roper read the annual review report, which the meeting felt was excellent and 

should be brought to the attention of the Camden New Journal, as well as of relevant 

councillors and officers in Camden and Islington. 

7.2         Matters arising 

7.2.1       York Way: environmental concern on the Eastern flank 



The examination of the Islington core strategy plan will take place from 23 November to 2 

December. To participate in the examination, formally an organisation should have made 

representations about the plan; however, the inspector might well welcome involvement by 

others. The meeting requested that the Co-ordinating Group check whether the core strategy 

plan paid due attention to King’s Cross and seek to participate in the examination if 

appropriate. 

7.2.2       Thinking of the future community – at the North end 

The London Plan takes the position that effective management of opportunity areas, such as 

that for King’s Cross, is the responsibility of the boroughs. This management should extend 

not just to giving outline planning consent, or even detailed planning consent, but to ensuring 

that all the appropriate facilities were in place. Michael Edwards pointed out that for King’s 

Cross there should by now be policy papers from the boroughs on transport, retail and the 

York Way environment (for example). 

7.2.3       Left on our own by Camden 

The meeting noted that in both Camden and Islington the council membership had changed 

since the Forum was left on its own. This might well be the right time to draw to the attention 

of both councils that the Forum deserved support. This support would not need finance but 

would require recognition of the concerns of the Forum, through attending meetings of the 

Forum, formulating policy papers and getting other parties to implement in accordance with 

those papers. It should also recognise that though most of King’s Cross Central is in Camden, 

the residential and business areas most immediately affected by the developments are in 

Islington. The meeting requested that the Co-ordinating Group arrange suitable meetings with 

councillors and officers from both councils to ensure that this support was forthcoming. 

8            Operations 

8.1         Application for funds 

Hugh Lake reported that the application for funding had been submitted and would be 

considered fully in the next four weeks. 

8.2         Elections of the Chair, Vice Chair, Treasurer, Secretary, and other Co-

ordinating Group members 

The following were elected without objection: 

 Chair: Hugh Lake 

 Vice Chair: Angela Inglis 

 Treasurer: Matty Mitford 

 Secretary: Robert Milne 



 Other Co-ordinating Group members: Helia Evans, Jim Humphris and Norman 

Sheppard 

The following was appointed by a member organisation: 

 Other Co-ordinating Group member: Michael Edwards (King’s Cross Railway Lands 

Group) 

8.3         Retirement of the Chair 

The meeting expressed its great thanks to Geoffrey Roper for having been Chair, and having 

developed the organisation, over very difficult years. 

9            Next meeting 

9.1         Time and place 

7:00 – 9:00 Thursday 9 December 2010 

Committee Room 1, Camden Town Hall, Judd Street, London WC1H 9JE 

10           Actions 

The Co-ordinating Group to bring the annual review report to the attention of the Camden 

New Journal, as well as of relevant councillors and officers in Camden and Islington. 

The Co-ordinating Group to check whether the Islington core strategy plan paid due attention 

to King’s Cross and would seek to participate in the examination if appropriate.  

The Co-ordinating Group to arrange suitable meetings with councillors and officers from 

Camden and Islington councils to ensure that non-financial support to, and involvement with, 

the Forum was forthcoming. 

The Planning Response Team to finalise the response on the application for T6. 

 


