
King’s Cross Development Forum 

Meeting 7:00 p.m. 12 February 2014 

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

1                      Attendance 

1.1                   Present 

Del Brenner, Jeannie Burnett, John Chamberlain, Helia Evans, Hayley Harding, Jim Humphris, Philip 

James, Deklan Kilfeather, Tom Marriage, Robert Milne, Michelle Rispin, Norman Sheppard, Lucy 

Tammam, Lisa Tang, Peter Tompkins, Herman Tribelnig, Malcolm Tucker, Sasha Watson and Ben 

Williams 

1.2                   Apologies 

Andrew Bosi, Paul Convery, Aileen Hammond, Jasmine King, Hugh Lake, Ernie Lew, Martin 

Morton, David Powell, Roger Robinson, Diana Shelley and Chris Yang 

2                   Previous meeting 

2.1                   Notes 

The notes for the meeting of 26 November 2013 had been circulated and posted on the website and 

were formally approved. 

2.2                   Matters arising 

Nothing was discussed. 

3                       Planning Response Team 

3.1                    German Gymnasium 

Ian Troake, of Allies and Morrison, described the plans for converting the German Gymnasium into a 

restaurant. This will serve about 270 customers, on a busier ground floor and quieter first floor. Some 

of the existing first floor will be removed, thereby making the roof space visible from the ground 

floor. The kitchens and associated plant will be at the western end (on the ground, first and mezzanine 

floors), behind a mirror intended to enhance the appearance of openness to the roof.  

The public entrance will be relocated to the southern side, under a new canopy. There will be fewer 

types of window (and one bay will be windowless, for use with air conditioning plant) New doors and 

windows will be set back into reveals, with lighting picking out features of the walls.  

Members of the Forum commented that the interior was in danger of becoming cluttered and 

unsuitably pretty, particularly because of the mirror. However, it was pointed out that there was not 

originally an industrial feeling to the building, so exposing the ducting (for example) would not be 

appropriate.  The interior details were not part of the current planning application and, in principle, 

could be challenged when they were brought forward in a later planning application (which would fill 

in conditions under which this one would be granted). However, this is unlikely to happen in practice, 

as such later planning applications tend to be accepted without receiving much attention. 



Members of the Forum also objected to the canopy over the doors, which was thought to be intrusive, 

brutal to the original detailing and arguably unnecessary. However, the architects believed that the 

canopy to could not be moved higher than the detailing if it was to be useful. 

3.2                    Fish and Coal Buildings 

David Morley, of David Morley Architects, described the plans for converting the Fish and Coal 

Buildings into restaurants, test kitchens and offices. To improve circulation some internal partitions 

will be removed and a double-sided lift will be installed (to deal with the inconsistent floor levels in 

adjoining parts of the building). The original central staircase in the tallest block will be retained at 

the centre of circulation, and new staircases will be provided to floors in the blocks on either side..  

Generally the intention is to have lightweight respectful “modern” interventions that leave many 

original internal finishes and features (such as some cast iron columns) exposed and to exploit the 

existing structures unchanged (so, for example, the kitchen extract ducts will be hidden in the existing 

chimneys, though those will need to be enlarged for the purpose).  

On one building there will be a new upper floor, with a glazed conservatory having a flat roof set back 

behind the front elevation. On the adjoining building the current pitched roof (where there was once a 

second storey, destroyed following a fire) will be replaced by a roof terrace with planting.. 

There will be simple “industrial” treatments of the doors and windows; many windows will have 

timber sash frames as similar to the originals as possible. However, the openings towards the canal 

will be unblocked and enlarged (though they will remain windows and not be converted into doors).  

The vaults behind the openings extend to the north, beneath the roadway that fronts the buildings. 

Many arches there are already open; they will have large glazed doors and windows. Where the shop 

fronts have to end because of the slope, there will be strips of windows and grilles. The existing flight 

of steps between the upper and lower levels of the roadway will be rebuilt. 

Members of the Forum noted that some of the blocked openings were originally narrow windows with 

high sills for stables and could lose character by being enlarged. They questioned the assertions that 

the side of the canal needed more public surveillance, which larger windows would provide, and that 

the Canal and River Trust supported enlarging the windows. 

Members of the Forum felt that the conservatory was not related well to its site and that a pitched roof 

would be more appropriate than the proposed flat roof. However, the architects thought that their 

attempts to include a pitched roof had not worked visually.  

3.3  The allocation of Section 106 money 

Alex Woolmore of Argent summarised what had already been done, or was about to be done, under 

the Section 106 agreement. In particular: 

 The Bicycle Storage Facility is expected to open in B1 later this year. Evans Cycles (instead 

of Transport for London) will run it and a shop. 

 Camley Street Natural Park Centre is receiving £1000 “membership” for every new occupant 

(business, presumably). The construction of the bridge there will not be triggered until there is 

75% committed floor space. 



 Community Meeting Facilities are being built in P1 despite their construction not having been 

triggered yet. 

 The Construction Training Centre opened some years ago.  

 The Leisure Facility is expected to open in B5 later this year. The construction of Handyside 

Park was triggered by the prospective occupancy of Art House and Regeneration House. 

 The Primary Health Care Centre is not currently under consideration, as the NHS Primary 

Care Trust (when it existed) thought that it was not needed. The Primary Health Care Walk In 

Centre is also suffering from the unclear NHS position. 

 The Skills and Recruitment Centre opened earlier this year. It has been advertising 32 

positions, of which 6 have been filled. 

 The Sure Start Children's Centre was replaced under a deed of variation by the Frank Barnes’s 

School, which will be next to the Two Form Entry Primary School. That is being built in P1 

despite its construction not having been triggered yet. 

There has also been support for environmental health monitoring, and work with primary schools and 

with Elizabeth Garrett Anderson School, as well as the programmes of art works and events. 

Members of the Forum were especially concerned by the failure to provide primary health care and 

the lack of clear responsibility in the NHS locally for planning such facilities. 

4                       Design and Access Forum 

Nothing was reported. 

5                       Construction Impact Group 

Nothing was reported. 

6                       Operations 

6.1  Revision of the terms of reference 

Two amendments to the draft revised terms of reference were adopted. One made explicit in the 

objectives the wish to preserve and enhance the architectural heritage of the area; the other ensured 

that people could be empowered to express opinions about particular topics on behalf of the Forum. 

6.4                    Use of funds 

Nothing was reported. 

8  Future meetings 

Nothing was discussed. 

9  Actions 

The Planning Response Team to finalise the response on the application for the German Gymnasium 

The Steering Group to investigate the current expectation of the NHS relating to primary health care. 


