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Meeting minutes 
Euston Community Representatives 
Group (ECRG)  
Meeting date Tuesday, 25 June 2019 
Meeting location Wesley Hotel, Euston Street 

Meeting time 6pm – 8pm 

 

Attendees 

Independent Chair 

RJ Rosemary Jackson  

HS2 

 RC Rob Carr Programme Director, Euston Area 

CT Colin Thomas Project Director – S1 

BG Bob Gallop Senior Environment Manager 

JK Julie King Community and Stakeholder Engagement 
Director 

AC Anthony Coumbe Head of Environment and Sustainability 

FJ Freda Jesudason Community Engagement Manager 

AL Alison Love Community Engagement Executive 

JL James Leeming Senior Project Manager 

LH Lisa Hogben Programme Delivery Manager 

KL Keith Lomas Enabling Works Contract Programme 
Manager 

SCS Railways 

NG Nia Griffiths Programme Interface Manager 

Lendlease 

RH Rob Heasman Project Director - Euston 

MB Matt Bell Communications Director 
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London Borough of Camden 

KM Katy Mann HS2 Programme Lead 

MU Moira Ugoji Community Liaison Manager 

IN 

DB 

PT 

Ineke Neeson 

Cllr Danny Beales 

Cllr Paul Tomkinson 

 

HT Cllr Heather Johnson   

Network Rail 

HM Hazel Maguire Senior Communications Manager 

TD Tom Duckmanton Sponsorship manager 

Mace Dragados 

PT 

GB 

Peter Fry 

Graham Barter 

Community Relations Manager 

Project Director 

Community representatives 

LA Luisa Auletta* Co-chair, Camden Cutting Group 

JH Jo Hurford Grafton Way 

AW Antonietta Winton Regent’s Park Estate 

MB Mary Burd Albert Street North Residents’ Association, 
HS2 into London 

MH Matt Hollier* Co-chair, Camden Cutting Group 

HGT Hero Granger-Taylor Park Village East Heritage Group, Camden 
Civic Society  

FH Fran Heron Ampthill Estate 

SD Slaney Devlin Somers Town 

PB Paul Braithwaite AQGOST 

HC Henry Clarke Stephenson’s Way Group 

DA David Auger Camden Cutting Group 

SCH Steve Christofi Regent’s Park Estate 

UB Ursula Brown* Regent’s Park Estate 

PB Primavera Boman  

ER Elizabeth Raney Regent’s Park Estate 
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1 Welcome, introductions and new roles 

1.1 RJ welcomed everyone to the meeting. Referencing her letter to all ECRG participants dated 5 
June, RJ expressed optimism that the meeting would be more productive than the previous 
ECRG. 

1.2 The meeting agreed to adopt the rules set out in RJ’s letter of 5 June 2019 for all future ECRG 
meetings. 

1.3 HS2’s initiative to work on contentious topics was welcomed. 

1.4 The meeting agreed that an ECRG Reform Working Group should be set up to consider the 
matters raised in RJ’s letter of 5 June 2019.  POST MEETING NOTE:  The Contact Group have 
since notified RJ and HS2 that they prefer to postpone the reform of the ECRG.  Accordingly no 
action is required in respect of AIs 212 – 214 pending re-consideration of the reform timetable 
at the ECRG meeting on 3 December 2019. 

Actions: HS2 to work with the ECR to jointly identify the recurring contentious topics, 
understand the issues and work with the HS2 project team to address them 211 

ECRG Reform Working Group to be constituted comprising MS, FJ and 3 or 4 
community members to provide a proposal for consideration at next ECRG meeting in 

relation to reform of MS, FJ, ECR 26 Sept 2019 the ECRG and the Working Groups as 
proposed in the Independent Chair’s letter of 5 June 2019 212 

HS2 to begin the review of the Working Groups by making proposals to the ECRG 
Reform Working Group 213 

Community to provide the names of the community representatives that will from 
part of the ECRG Reform Working Group by 2 July 214 

 

JZ Johnathan Zokay Regent’s Park Estate 

SN Sandra Nicholls Mornington Place Residents 

RL Robert Latham Silsoe House 

*= ECRG Contact Group 

Apologies 

John Myers*, Dorothea Hackman*, Andrew Dismore, Tim Stockton 
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2 Community engagement update 

2.1 JK introduced Maddelyn Sutton, the new Head of Community Engagement for Area South and 
Camden. 

2.2 MS requested feedback on the new format of the flash report.  

2.3 MS talked through the last few months in community engagement, focussing on Informing, 
Involving and Responding. 

2.3.1 MS explained the recent site visit and mentioned that if any of the community are 
interested, further site visits to the Euston Tower can be organised. 

2.3.2 The Camden Fund has funded the creation of the Story garden behind the British 
Library. 

A new home for the HS2 in Camden information centre is being planned, with LB 
Camden having accepted an expression of interest. 

2.3.3 £450k has been award by the CEF/ BLEF fund to projects in Camden. £1.6 million has 
been award by the Camden Fund. 

 

2.4 MB advised the group that the Local Area Plan is close to completion. MB thanked Daisy 
Froud for all her work. The community extended their thanks to MB and Daisy Froud for all 
their hard work. 

 

3 HS2 update 

3.1 RC provided an update on HS2 works. 

3.2 A new community garden has been opened on the Hampstead Road. The garden was the 
Facebook Chelsea Flower Show garden, which they have gifted to the community. 

3.3 HS2 collaborated with St Mungo’s to provide a temporary homeless shelter in Camden. 26 
people were supported over a 2 week period. Of these people, 5 have found employment, 1 
has received mental health care and 1 has been reunited with her family.  RC explained CSjv 
have employed 200 local people across their works. 

3.4 The hoarding at the Regent’s Park Estate has been decorated with artwork by Netley Primary 
School children. 

3.4.1 Lendlease carried out a walkabout and made some recommendations which HS2 has 
taken onboard including improving the CCTV signage, to act as a deterrent 

3.4.2 HS2 will join the LB Camden sponsored walkabout of the area at dusk. HS2 have been 
challenged by Kier Starmer MP to help address anti-social behaviour in the area.  
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3.5 HS2 demolition contractor McGee have become the first construction company in the UK to 
introduce LDV EV80 electric vans to their fleet. 

3.5.1 HS2’s buying power can be used to drive the supply chain to reduce the increase in 
emissions. 

 

3.6 LA challenged that a reduction in vehicle movements for the throat would have a greater 
benefit for local roads than a reduction from the station.  RC explained that a socio economic 
benefit analysis had informed the MbR plans. 

3.6.1 This analysis is based on the Government Greenbook approach.   RC explained that 
current plans are for lorries to exit the site at Granby Terrace Bridge, not at Park 
Village East.  As much spoil as possible will be removed via the haul road. 

3.6.2 NG stated that the LTMP does not include use of the haul road, as it based around 
the worst case scenario. 

3.6.3 SC noted that S17 for 450 vehicles through RPE is imminent.  JK stated that HS2’s 
aspiration is to reduce this number, and she recognised that the community would 
like to know how much less traffic there will be than this.   

 

Actions: Regarding the Overview of Material by Rail at Euston slide, HS2 to provide 
explanation as to why the reduction in lorry movements for Euston station is showing 

as higher than lorry movements for the throat 241a 

HS2 to provide the socio economic analysis for material by rail 215. 

Clarify the use of the haul road in relation to Granby Terrace Bridge (including any gaps in 
availability between them), and to provide an update on the proposed use of the haul road 

by MWCC and a timeline for finalisation of the proposals 216. 

3.7 LH provided an update on vermin control, recognising that this is a concern for residents. 

3.7.1 Underground service condition and feeding of pigeons are contributing to this issue. 

3.7.2 CSjv are carrying out additional baiting, and will work with LB Camden on this matter. 

3.8 Finger pointing signs have been ordered for wayfinding at the station. 

3.8.1 HC considers that the current wayfinding is inadequate for areas other than 
Drummond St.  LH agreed that more signage is needed at decision points.  

3.9 Progress has been made regarding the ventilation option for listed buildings. 

3.9.1 CSjv will shortly submit a number of planning applications to LB Camden for the 
installation of mechanical ventilation. 

3.9.2 UB insisted that mechanical ventilation must be installed in advance of the Regent’s 
Park Estate demolitions. 
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3.9.3 RC stated that it is hoped that the mechanical ventilation will be installed by 
September. 

3.9.4 FH emphasised that heat build-up in summer can be a serious health issue for old 
people and babies. 

3.9.5 The feasibility study into NI at Ampthill started last week.  A workshop will be held to 
discuss the initial findings. 

3.9.6 A workshop will also take place in August regarding the Independent Assessor’s 
report. 

3.9.7 LH explained that whilst the enabling works don’t trigger the requirement for NI, CSjv 
are installing the NI in advance of main works.   

3.9.8 AC stated that noise monitoring is carried out to industry standard, with noise 
monitor locations agreed by LB Camden. 

3.10 HS2 stated that when issues are described by HS2 as ‘Settled issues’ at NIWG, this means that 
they are settled until new information is received. 

Utilities 

3.11 Eversholt Street is currently closed due to a Thames Water burst pipe. 

3.12 Further to challenges at a previous ECRG, it is now planned to keep one lane open on 
Eversholt Street during the utility works later this year. 

3.12.1 The removal of 5 trees on Eversholt Street due to utilities works has been approved 
by the tree panel. 

3.13 A compactor is being brought into the Ibis site so that spoil can be stored and reused from 
there. This would reduce lorry movements on the roads by 600. 

3.14 The works on Gloucester Gate have been completed 3 weeks ahead of schedule.   

3.15 LA repeated that HRB should only be closed in August when traffic volumes are much lower. 
HS2 agreed to take this away and review programme with this in mind. 

3.16 The community expressed concern that dust is being created due to spoil stored at the DB 
Cargo shed site. MH noted that it is being picked up by the prevailing wind (from the south 
west). 

3.17 The community expressed concern that visually and hearing impaired people may be at risk 
due to quiet vehicles. Concern was also raised that pedestrians/ cyclists would not be aware 
of the turning paths of articulated vehicles. 

3.18 The community expressed concern that the noise monitors at Langdale were not working 
correctly due to dust. 
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Action: HS2 to look into ways of mitigating potential dust created by spoil stored at 
the DB Cargo shed site 217. 

HS2 to advise on the location of the dust monitors and mitigation measures to 
manage dust 218  

Engage with the industry to understand what is being done to support visually and 
hearing impaired people regarding awareness of HGVs 219. 

HS2 to ensure the noise monitor at Langdale is cleaned and clear of dust 220. 
HS2 to review Hampstead Road Bridge programme for closure in light of the school 

holidays 220a 

4 Lendlease update 

4.1 RH presented the original Lendlease bid vision and outlined their approach to 
masterplanning. 

4.2 Lendlease is responsible for masterplanning the Euston estate, not the station design. 
The community requested to receive the slides in advance of the meeting in future.  The 
community noted that the word ‘community’ does not appear on the first slide. 

4.3 The plan will take into consideration climate change, and design a plan that 
accommodates future needs. 

4.4 Lendlease cannot deliver the plan alone, and must work in partnership with the 
community and land owners, to create an inclusive masterplan. 

4.5 The Euston station boundary map, requested at the last meeting, is included on the 
slides. It is a 56 acre site, similar to Kings Cross. 

4.6 The community expressed concern that the developers would try to extend the 
Knowledge Quarter into Somers Town, and requested that the existing communities be 
safeguarded. 

4.7 RH welcomed the feedback from the community and noted that the knowledge quarter 
provides opportunities for young people. Office space is included in the development 
plans. 

4.8 A more detailed plan will be presented at the end of this year/ early next year. 

4.9 The community asked whether the Lendlease contract would continue if HS2 weren’t to 
be built in Euston. RH advised that would be a matter for the Secretary of State. 

 

5 Update on strategic boards 

5.1 DB provided an update on Euston Strategic Boards. 
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5.1.1 The minutes from the EMB and ESB meeting are available online. 

5.2 There is a proposal to potentially reduce Euston Road by one lane, to help air quality. 

5.2.1 LA expressed concern that this proposal would push traffic onto back roads, causing 
pollution. 

5.2.2 DB stated that displacement would be considered. 

5.3 ER suggested electric trams as a solution to traffic on Euston Road. 

5.4 SD suggested that empty shops be used for meanwhile use, to keep retail areas alive. 

6 Actions  

6.1 The actions were updated. Action 195 closed. Action 207 closed. 

6.2 Re action 209, RL provided the following update (full content received by email post meeting). 

RL introduced the Agreed Note of the meeting which had taken place on 20 June with Peter 
Miller (PM); John Parrott (JP), Thomas Mensah (TM), Matt Hollier (MH) and Robert Latham (RL). 
RL was grateful to JP for setting up the meeting. 

On 27 July 2018, Keir Starmer MP (KS), in his response to the PDCS, had asked this rhetorical 
question: 

“How does HS2 Ltd respond to a strong recommendation by a Select Committee that 
1,300 households in Camden who are to be subjected to 17 years of inconvenience 
and disruption by HS2 works (unprecedented both in intensity and duration) should 
receive a package of compensation measures at an estimated cost of some £230m to 
£350m? 

The answer is to design a Prolonged Disturbance Compensation Scheme which 
addresses a completely different policy objective, with eligibility criteria which are so 
restrictive that no one is predicted to benefit.” 

The purpose of the meeting had been to explore whether this assessment was correct. We 
asked the critical question (at [7] of our Note), namely whether anyone in Camden would 
benefit from the PDCS if HS2 is delivered within the assessments of the Supplementary 
Environmental Statement (SES) and the Environmental Minimum Requirements (EMR).  HS2 
had not given a clear answer at the meeting. MH described how HS2 had “obfuscated, half 
denied it and would not answer”.  

We had asked whether PM had read Keir’s Response to the Consultation (at [13]). JP thought 
that HS2 had responded. It subsequently became apparent that they had not. HS2 will not now 
do so.  RL and MH had taken PM, the author of the PDCS, through KS’s response. It had been 
apparent that PM had little recollection of what KS had said and that much of it was new to him. 

 

The critical outcome of the meeting is Action Point 2:  
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(i) HS2 have now confirmed that no one in Camden would quality under the PDCS if the 
scheme is delivered within the assessments of the SES and the EMR. 

 

(ii) For “planning purposes”, HS2 have assumed that an upper limit of 1,000 might qualify. 

 

Rob Carr agreed to respond to the following questions.  

 

Do HS2 still accept that: (i) The SES is premised on the worst possible scenario? (ii) The 
revised scheme for bringing HS2 into Euston will reduce the adverse impact of the 
scheme? and (iii) The adverse impacts identified in the SES would be mitigated under the 
COCP through EMR? 

 

If so, what is the rational justification for HS2’s planning assumptions? 

 

RL also asked Rob Carr to confirm that HS2 would identify in advance were it to become 
apparent that the Temporary Rehousing threshold might be breached so suitable temporary 
accommodation in the locality could be secured.   

 

RL asked Camden to commit itself to ensuring that works would cease were HS2 to breach the 
limits upon which any Control of Pollution Consents had been granted. If necessary, Camden 
should seek an injunction. 

 

RL noted the two critical differences between the recommendations of the Select Committee 
and the PDCS: 

 

(i) The criteria as to whom would qualify ([7] – [11] of the Note) and 

 

(ii) What constituted “prolonged” noise and disturbance (at [19]).  

 

RL noted that the community would need to discuss their options in response to the 
government’s decision to reject the recommendation of the Select Committee and to renege 
on its commitment made in response to the report.  

MH suggested that if engagement means anything, it surely means that issues such as this 
can be managed better.  

Julie King agreed to take up with HS2 the community’s concerns that: 
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(i) The PDCS is so deeply flawed and is irrational in that it clearly doesn’t meet the brief; 
and  

 

(ii) The process by which the PDCS has been delivered is manifestly inappropriate and 
flawed (inappropriate consultation questions, irrational consultation answers, final 
recommendations so flawed as to be irrational). 

 

MH suggested that the proposed scheme should be withdrawn and that the recommendation 
of the Select Committee should be revisited.  

 

David Auger noted that the Select Committee’s recommendation had primarily related to the 
Euston area given the government’s decision to bring HS2 into a densely populated area and 
to extend the works until 2033. 

 

Action HS2 to respond to 4 questions on PDS provided by Robert Latham by email post 
meeting 221.  

JK to discuss PDS with Peter Miller further to the meeting, and provide a response to the 
group 222. 

 

7 Minutes of last meeting 

7.1 The minutes of the previous ECRG were agreed and signed. 

 

8 AOB 

8.1 FH noted the good working relationship between Skanska, working to relocate a power line, 
and the residents of the Ampthill Estate. Skanska have refurbished the tenants’ hall, which is 
much appreciated by the residents. 

 

 

 


