West Area Planning Sub-committee, 12th February 2007, Item C.1.
Observations on officers’ report on King’s Cross station proposals
From Cally Rail Group, ¢/o 100 Gifford Street, London N1 oDF

Cally Rail Group supports the observations made in the officers’ report. We
have objected separately to the LB Camden (copy accompanying this). We
would also broadly support the objections made by King’s Cross Railway
Lands Group, King’s Cross Conservation Area Advisory Committee (KXCAAC)
and other local objectors.

The revised proposals are very disappointing, ignoring as they do most
of the representations by people in Islington, not least West Area Planning
Sub-committee last October. Key issues for us are:

1. Loss of ‘access’ from the eastern side of the station

This is detrimental to Islington residents, businesses and workers, and runs
counter to the planning brief for the King’s Cross area jointly agreed by
Islington and Camden in 2004. ‘Access’ is being narrowly interpreted by the
applicants as wheelchair access, but the detriment is to all pedestrians,
including of course those with impaired mobility, who will be deprived of any
means of direct entrance or exit to the station from the east. Loss of such
entrances/exits would appear to have safety implications which do not seem
to have been adequately addressed.

2. Loss of ‘porte cochere’ (carriage gate/canopy)

Demolition of this historic structure on the western side of the station (near
the suburban lines) was authorised under the CTRL Act. We understand the
dismantled structure has been kept in storage and that commitments were
made to restore it after completion of CTRL works. Re-erection would not
prevent the creation of a new concourse, as KXCAAC has shown.

3. Conservation and design

We would support the officers’ report, and note that only one of LBI’s
concerns has been addressed. In addition, the proposal to insert canopies
within the arches on the historic southern fagade is actually worse than the
previous proposal to put canopies above them.

4. Section 106 Heads of Terms

We fully support the requests made by LB Islington last October for various
heads of terms to be added relating to cleaning, lighting, pavement widening
and the creation of a new pedestrian crossing at the junction of York Way and
Pentonville Road. The existing crossing is extremely hazardous and will
become more so with the increased vehicle and pedestrian traffic resulting
from the opening of CTRL, the refurbishment of King’s Cross station and any
development on King’s Cross Central. LB Islington, as an adjoining and
directly affected authority, should agree such heads of terms with LB Camden
before negotiations on any s.106 agreement are finalised.

We urge the Sub-committee to resolve to make the strongest representations
to LB Camden and Network Rail to try and ensure that a further, revised,
proposal is made which addresses all these concerns properly.
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11 February 2007

Gavin Sexton Esq
King’s Cross Team
LB Camden

Town Hall

Argyle Street
London WC1H 8EQ

Dear Gavin,

Application refs 2006/3387/P and 2006/3394/L: King’s Cross
station proposals

I am writing on behalf of the Cally Rail Group to object to some of the revised
proposals in this application.

The Cally Rail Group is an unincorporated community group located in
the area of West Islington where the CTRL crosses the Caledonian Road and
along the eastern side of York Way. As a group, one of our principal aims is to
campaign against the negative impacts of railway schemes in the area. We
believe these proposals would include such impacts. In addition, individual
members of this group would be directly affected by some of those impacts, in
particular the loss of access to the station from Islington.

We were not formal objectors to Camden on the previous application
but made representations to Islington’s West Area Planning Sub-committee
when it was considering its own observations to LB Camden. I sent our
comments on Islington’s draft observations to you after their meeting on 12th
October 2006.

I am copying this objection to West Area Planning Sub-committee for
their meeting on Monday.

It is a great disappointment that so few changes have been made to
improve the proposals in line with the many objections from members of the
local community and the observations made by LB Islington. This was
underlined at your very helpful presentation at the recent King’s Cross
Development Forum, when local people identified many instances where the
proposals were as bad, if not worse.

Porte Cochere

The Porte Cochere is still not proposed to be reinstated. While its demolition
was authorised by the CTRL Act 1996, we understand that the dismantled
structure has been kept in storage. We also understand that commitments
were made to restore it after the CTRL works were finished. Doing so would
not prevent the creation of a concourse, as King’s Cross Conservation Area
Advisory Committee has shown. The situation appears to be similar to that of
the St Pancras water tower, which has survived the works. The porte cochere
is a valuable part of our industrial heritage and should be reinstated.



Access for pedestrians

There is still no entrance and exit proposed, even for travellers with tickets, to
the station from York Way. This removal of both entrances on York Way
directly discriminates against pedestrians who need to use the station from
the north and the east (particularly Caledonian and Clerkenwell wards). This
lack of any entrance and exit here is made more acute by the planned
relocation of the Thameslink station from Pentonville Road, which will
similarly remove direct access from Islington to both Thameslink and the
underground station.

In addition, the area is undergoing redevelopment, in line with the
planning brief jointly agreed by the boroughs of Camden and Islington in
2004 which promulgated greater integration of the whole area. Independent
developments, at Regent Quarter and King’s Place on York Way, which will
bring additional workers and visitors to the area will also suffer from this new
barrier. It is impossible to see how Network Rail’s refusal to retain access (as
requested by LB Islington last October) can be anything other than
detrimental to the regeneration of King’s Cross as a whole.

Entrance/exit at the northern end of Platform 1, opposite
Wharfdale Road

This access for pedestrians has a long history of informal use by Islington
people, particularly pedestrians from the York Way area. The creation of a
new track and Platform Y has yet, as far as we know, to be formally promoted,
and would appear to need a Transport and Works Act Order and planning
inquiry in the normal way.

Closure of this access would make evacuation northwards from that
side of the station in the event of fire or other incident likely to be more
hazardous. On safety grounds alone, some kind of access must be retained.

Pedestrians from the north and east would be forced to walk the length
of the station and across the front before they can find refuge from inclement
weather. While apparently rain is being used as justification to wreck the
southern facade with ugly glass canopies, the developers are indifferent to how
much rain may fall on pedestrians forced to walk down York Way.

Entrance/exit at the south end of York Way
There appears to be no credible reason why the current entrance cannot be
retained as it is situated south of any new track.

Conservation and design

People who live near or use the station have waited many decades for the
‘temporary’ front extension to be removed and Cubitt’s beautiful facade to be
restored to us. Conservation and design are not the primary remit of this
group, but we would wish to associate ourselves with comments made by
King’s Cross Railway Lands Group and the King’s Cross Conservation Area
Advisory Committee.

Our station is a Grade 1 listed building, and rightly so. The proposals
made here for the southern facade, and indeed the previous proposals, would
be seriously detrimental to the design of this heritage building. The addition of
glass canopies to Cubitt’s austere London stock front would be vulgar in the
extreme. The present scheme to slot them into the archways--not even above



them as in the previous scheme--can only have been devised by someone
completely indifferent to our industrial heritage.

Section 106 Heads of Terms
I understand that the draft proposals for these has not yet been finalised. We
would reiterate Islington’s request in October that adequate provision should
be made for cleaning, lighting, pavement widening etc on York Way. In
particular this group is anxious that there should be a remodelled pedestrian
crossing at the junction of York Way and Pentonville Road. The present
crossing is exceptionally hazardous and will become more so when both motor
and pedestrian traffic increase as a result of, first, CTRL opening, second, the
increased number of passengers this refurbishment is intended to
accommodate, and, third, any development on King’s Cross Central Main and
Triangle sites.

We would ask LB Camden that we, and other members of the public,
should be consulted on any draft Heads of Terms in a timely manner.

Conclusion
For these reasons—and the many others raised by local objectors—we urge LB
Camden to reject this application as it stands.

Yours sincerely,

Diana Shelley
Chair
Cally Rail Group



