
 

 

  

Minutes 
Meeting date and 
time 

13 September 2018, 6pm-8pm 

Meeting location The Wesley Hotel, 81-101 Euston St, NW1 2EZ 

Meeting title Euston Community Representatives Group 

 Agenda items 

1. Welcome and Introductions – RJ/JK 
2. HS2 presentation (including Environmental Impact Assessment and 

greening/greening up) and questions – RC 
3. Lorry routes and Community Traffic Working Group – RC/JP 

a. HS2 to address community opposition to use of Harrington St and suggestion 
this is in breach of clear principles to use the “highest ranked” roads and of 
HS2’s commitment to be consistent with the ES. 
 

b. HS2 proposals for how to improve the way CTWG operates (eg early 
consultation) and why Harrington St proposal was not brought to CTWG) + 
questions 

4. a. HS2 security patrols - RJo 
Explanation of the purpose, frequency, who will be carrying them out etc 
 
b.Displacement of drug addicts and perceived increase in anti-social behaviour- 
JM/ TBu 
 - Explanation of the issues 
 - HS2 to propose what could be done 

 
5. Any other issues arising nearer the time – tbc 
6. Minutes of last meeting - RJ 
7. Review of action items – RJ 
8. Matters arising from previous minutes – RJ 
9. AOB 
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Attendees 

Independent Chair 

RJ Rosemary Jackson  

HS2 

RC Rob Carr Programme Director 

JK Julie King Director of Community Engagement 

CT Colin Thomas Project Director – S1 

JP John Parrott Head of Engagement – Area South 

LW Laurence Whitbourn Project Director 

CC Colette Carroll Land and Property Director, HS2 

AC Anthony Coumbe Head of Environment and Sustainability 

FJ Freda Jesudason Community Engagement Manager 

DC Damian Cox Interface Manager 

RJo Richard Jordan Chief Security and Resilience Officer 

JB Jamie Burn Programme Manager 

Network Rail 

TD Tom Duckmanton Sponsorship Manager 

Independent Construction Commissioner (interim) 

GE Gareth Epps  

SCS Railways 

IC Isabel Coman Project Director 
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CSjv 

TBu Timothy Burr Programme Interface Manager 

London Borough of Camden 

MU Moira Ugoji Community Liaison Manager 

DB Cllr Danny Beales  

PT Cllr Paul Tomlinson  

HJ Cllr Heather Johnson  

MMA Megan McArthur Communications Officer 

Office of Keir Starmer QC MP 

ND Noemi Drew EU Liaison and Constituency Support 
Manager 

Community representatives 

LA Luisa Auletta* Co-chair, Camden Cutting Group 

PB Paul Braithwaite AQGOST 

SCh Steve Christofi 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  

HC Henry Clarke Stephenson Way Business group 

FH Fran Heron Ampthill Estate 

JT Jeff Travers Primrose Hill, Gloucester Avenue Euston 
Design 
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DA David Auger Camden Cutting Group 

JM John Myers* Drummond St TRA 

JH Jo Hurford Grafton Way 

UB Ursula Brown* Regent’s Park Estate 

DH Dorothea Hackman* Camden Civic Society, St Pancras, Netley 
School 

RL Robert Latham Silsoe House 

EF Emily Fisher Camden Town Unlimited 

*Contact Group members 

Apologies 

Andrew Dismore, Dave Scarth, Sandra Nicholls 

Meeting Notes 

1 Welcome and Introductions – Rosemary Jackson (RJ)/ Julie King (JK) 

RJ welcomed everyone to the meeting and advised of the fire escapes.  All 
present introduced themselves. 

RJ invited the Contact Group to identify themselves.  RJ advised that the 
Contact Group set the agenda several weeks in advance of the meeting and 
proposed agenda items should be communicated to them in good time.  

JK updated ECRG on community engagement activities.  SCS Railways 
delivered the first round of public engagement for the design development 
of the Euston approach and the key design elements in Camden. The 
feedback will be used to inform the next stages of design.  The community 
suggested, this was a consultation on the head houses and the wall rather 
than the Euston approach itself, which may explain the extremely low 
response rate. 
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The “HS2 community engagement walkabouts” continue twice a week.   The 
community asked when the walkabouts take place and how they are 
advertised as they were not aware of them.  JK and FJ advised that the 
walkabouts are a way of making sure that HS2 is available to the community.  
They take place twice a week by the HS2 Camden Community Engagement 
team and they are mainly focused on visiting businesses and other 
organisations in the area.  The community suggested increasing the visibility 
and communication of the walkabouts, and renaming them as they involve 
organisations in the area targeted by HS2 rather than the community.  JP 
agreed to look into this.  
 
JK continued to explain the numbers of visitors to the HS2inCamden 
commonplace website (19,000), visitors to the four weekly drop ins (144) and 
visitors to the HS2 in Camden information centre (263).  The community 
asked if this figure referred to visitors to the website or hits and it was 
advised that was hits (Post meeting note: there have been 19,000 visits to 
the website).  PB also asked if those accessing the website were all from the 
local area, FJ advised this is not possible to determine. 

JK continued to explain that more engagement is taking place with local 
businesses and the Health and Safety workshops for schools continue. 

JK also advised that £400,000 and £300,000 worth of awards have been 
secured through the CEF/BLEF and the Camden Fund (Post-meeting 
correction: £300,000 to CEF/BLEF and £400,000 to Camden Fund).  RL asked 
if there had been any BLEF awards in Camden.  JK advised there had only 
been one BLEF award so far, in Buckinghamshire.  RL explained that the 
Drummond St Traders had applied for an award.  EF explained that Camden 
Town Unlimited were waiting to hear back on this submission.  They had 
concerns about the complexity of the scheme and were raising this with Keir 
Starmer MP.  SCh also advised that an application he submitted had been 
turned down.  JK explained it is possible to get feedback on applications.  JP 
agreed to follow up with SCh. 

JK advised that Traffic Marshalls are in place to assist as needed.  TBu 
explained that the Traffic Marshalls/ Customer Services representatives have 
a dual role to assist with vehicle movements and assist the public, where 
needed.  
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2 HS2 presentation (including Environmental Impact Assessment and 
greening/greening up) and questions – Rob Carr (RC) 
 
Euston area enabling works progress and look ahead 
RC summarised the recent enabling works.  Work on the temporary taxi rank 
has begun.  The tent has started to be erected in St James’s Gardens.  A 
scaffold shield is being put in place around the Ibis hotel.  The last truss has 
been removed at DB Cargo.  A canopy was installed during the removal of 
the petrol station so that the footpath and bus stop could remain open.   
 
RC gave an overview of the enabling works programme including Granby 
Terrace works starting in October, scaffolding being erected around the two 
Euston towers, exhumations to begin in the next couple of months.  As 
Lovells were not able to complete the new blocks on time HS2 will now get 
vacant possession of the Regents Park Estate blocks on 21 September, the 
same time as the Granby Terrace Bridge works are due to begin. 
 
42” water main diversion 
RC explained the progress of the 42” main works at Cumberland Market, 
Albany St and Park Village East.  The community asked when Cumberland 
Market would re-open.  RC agreed to check this.  DA asked when the notices 
would be sent for properties on Harrington St as he owns a garage there but 
had not yet received a notice to vacate.  RC agreed to look into this. 
 
Euston approaches – community engagement 
RC explained that SCS had been engaging on the design of the throat and 
head houses.  RC explained that only 135 comments had been received and 
suggested that more engagement could be done compared with similar 
engagement on the station design.   
 
SCh explained that at the last drop-in people didn’t understand what was 
being explained, for example why the red blocks are being demolished.   SCh 
emphasised that information needs to be more accessible.  LA explained 
that the engagement was on the design of the head houses and not on the 
impacts or lorry routes.  RC confirmed that he wanted to check HS2 is 
engaging on the right topics.  HGT explained that she was concerned her 
house would fall down.  CT explained this would not happen.  RC confirmed 
that it was important that residents get the right information so that they 
know how they may be impacted.  CT confirmed that the engagement was 
relative to the stage of design and more information would be available mid-
October and more design information in 2019.  RC explained that the design 
of the Euston scheme is not as developed as the station scheme, therefore 
there is not as much information. 
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HGT queried a response to an FOI request which stated that the ongoing 
design development doesn’t go to a Board.  RC explained that the design 
went to the Board last year and back to the Board this year.  HGT queried 
the reason for the refinement.  RC confirmed that the refinement was due to 
the impact on residents and Network Rail (NR).    
 
JT suggested that the spray concrete tunnel had not yet been 
environmentally assessed.  DA stated that the community had received 
conflicting messages from HS2 so it was difficult to know what was true.  RC 
said that the original scheme would have been disruptive but the current 
scheme is less disruptive.  DA stated that the Network Rail (NR) works were 
not mentioned in the Environmental Statement.  RC confirmed that these 
points could be raised in the engagement events.   
 
RC confirmed that environmental impacts are assessed and any new or 
different significant effects that can’t be mitigated are reported to the 
Secretary of State.  A “test of reasonableness” will be used on significant 
impacts and whether these need to be made in relation to this issue.  MH 
asked if people will be notified if they are significantly affected.  AC agreed to 
check how this will be communicated.      
 
Euston Station – community engagement 
RC explained the current plans.  The designers are looking at the alignment 
of the station entrance and Drummond St.  RC stated he was looking for a 
better alignment and he had challenged the team to do more.  There is also 
alignment with Robert St.  Arup and Grimshaw have also been looking at 
improved permeability through the station.  As there is no longer a need to 
lower the bridge, there is now an area for taxis in the mezzanine area and 
the potential for taxis to be underground, but this needs to be worked 
through.  Public realm space in the north is maintained at an upper level.  
SCh noted that the taxis would be electric by this time. 
   
JT stated that the Euston Station Masterplan Report shows a 20 storey tower 
over the previous taxi rank outside the station extra to HS2's OSD plots.  At 
the design engagement meeting Grimshaw's drawing showed an extra OSD 
mega-development over the relocated taxi area. RC said that there needs to 
be a ‘meeting of minds’ between Grimshaw and the developers (architect). 
 
DH pointed out that the trees have already been cut down.  RC confirmed 
that this had been needed to build the station underneath.  JT stated that 
exhumations should be limited to what is needed and that there is a triangle 
of space that could be considered for use as a park or possibly as a 
memorial garden.  RC suggested this is raised in the feedback session.  RC 
explained that the Schedule 17 application had been delayed, which allows 
more opportunity for input.  Drop in events are planned for November 2018 
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and in Spring 2019 there will be engagement prior to the Schedule 17 
application. 
 
Materials by Rail (MbR) 
SCS are developing their plans for removing material.  This includes a plan 
for a siding to be constructed in the area previously occupied by the DB 
Cargo shed to facilitate MbR.  The aim would be to maximise the volume 
moved by each freight train.  RC recognised the concerns of Silsoe House 
residents and the need to reduce impacts from the works.  The materials 
would be loaded directly from the excavation area. 
 
Residents raised concerns that they had been advised there would be 450 
lorries on PVE and asked if rail would be used for the cavern materials.  CT 
advised that those numbers wouldn’t have included MbR.  Although it might 
be difficult to move the cavern material by rail, SCS are currently looking at 
the feasibility of moving material by haul road at rail level to the Granby 
Terrace Bridge site; although challenges remain around passing beneath 
Mornington Street Bridge and these are still being worked through.  

RC confirmed that HS2 is preparing a submission for the Secretary of State 
on MbR.   

SCh asked whether materials would be brought in by rail. RC advised this 
would be difficult and HS2 are aiming to maximise materials going out.  DA 
advised that rail is good, however, building sidings is noisy work and noise 
insulation needs to be in first.  RC advised that it would be possible to share 
more information in November and particularly by the next ECRG. 
 
NR works update 
RC explained there have been a lot of modifications to the operational 
railway.  RC also apologised for the impact of dust on 1 July.  There had been 
hot weather and a dust cloud was created from the ballast.  DH reported 
that ballast continued to be dumped in the cutting creating dust cloud after 
dust cloud billowing up into Mornington Terrace and the work was not 
stopped, despite the construction site exceedances for particulates.  RC 
explained that once the issue was understood the work was stopped. 
 
DA asked where the May to July noise reports were and stated that the 
previous reports were flawed.  RC advised that the May-July reports will be 
online by 21 September, the February-April reports are being reviewed and 
will be updated if there are any changes, then the Royal Assent to Jan 2018 
reports will be reviewed and published.  DA stated that the NR works are in 
breach of the Code of Construction Practice (CoCP).  AC advised that the 
works comply with the S61’s and there is no evidence to say that noise levels 
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were above the predicted levels.  DA questioned the noise monitoring 
methodology.  RC explained HS2 has apologised for the impacts.   
 
SCh asked why the ballast wasn’t wetted.  RC explained the ballast should 
have been soaked when it arrived, new procedures are now in place.  FH 
suggested compensation should be provided.  DA agreed with this and 
advised NR had compensated for Christmas works.  RC agreed to talk to NR 
about this. 
 
RC advised that useful works had been completed throughout August.  DA 
stated that the out of hours complaints procedure is flawed.  Complaints 
have been made but it was ineffective, there is often a recorded message 
and there is poor communication between NR and HS2.  RC confirmed that 
Gareth Epps had raised this and will be writing to RC.  JK explained that there 
is always a Community Engagement Manager on-call, however, DA 
mentioned, on one occasion, he called at 0200 and was told that there was 
no-one he could speak to until 0900.  JK agreed to look into the out of hours 
process.   GE confirmed that he will be writing to HS2 on this subject. 
 
Greening opportunities 
RC explained recent and upcoming greening opportunities.  The vertical 
meadow at the Addison Lee site, greening at the Exmouth Arms and HS2 in 
Camden sites, there will also be an opportunity for greening at the Ibis hotel.  
RC advised he has also asked the team to look at how to replace the red and 
white barriers. 
 
Noise insulation update  
RC expressed concern about the progress of noise insulation and has asked 
his team to carry out a review of the approach.   There are opportunities, for 
example, the Camden blocks.  DA stated that he had raised noise insulation 
at the last meeting and not heard anything since and had not been told 
whether his offer would be compliant with Building Regulations.  RC 
explained there is a hierarchy of policy, E23, noise regulations and building 
regulations.   
 
There was a discussion about the importance of HS2 providing the option of 
external double/triple glazing and mechanical ventilation even in listed 
buildings.  JM suggested HS2 review what was said in Parliament regarding 
mechanical ventilation.  This was noted.  RL mentioned that residents were 
told they would be compensated for electricity and would get replacement 
filters.  RC agreed to look into the process.  CT explained it had been a 
challenge to put mechanical ventilation into heritage properties and listed 
buildings, however he committed to come back to LA following the 
ventilation study.   
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FH explained there is also an issue with cladding.  RC advised he had asked 
his team whether mechanical ventilation could be included as part of the 
exterior for the high rise.  RC explained external glazing for listed buildings 
would break the law.  HGT suggested this is an English Heritage issue.  It was 
suggested that HS2 should mount a legal challenge against English Heritage. 
 
Noise and Air Quality control measures   
RC explained some of the measures in place to manage noise and dust at 
source such as hydrogen-powered plant or electric–powered plant or 
vehicles, pneumatic saws for concrete rather than breaking.  Trials are being 
carried out on-site when plant is new to the market. 
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3a. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Harrington St lorry route - RC 
 
RC explained that, following the ECRG walkabout, where a number of 
residents had raised concerns about the proposed construction lorry route 
on Harrington St, he had held a workshop with HS2 staff, where RC had 
challenged his team to re-look at the use of Harrington St.  RC confirmed 
that this is still a work in progress so he does not yet have a conclusion. 
There is extreme concern in the community at a new proposal to use a quiet 
residential street as a major demolition haul road. 
  
RC confirmed that HS2 is looking at the possibility of using Granby Terrace 
Bridge for access and egress until March 2019.  CSjv could potentially 
construct a haul road by July 2019, once the buildings have been removed.  
However, this would mean Harrington St would need to be used for three 
months while Granby Terrace Bridge is closed.  To avoid this three month 
gap, the demolition phasing would need to be changed, which may not be 
possible.  RC confirmed that his team is investigating possible options. 
 
There was a discussion on the current status of the planning application for 
Harrington St, as Rob Carr believed permission had been granted, and 
whether the application could be withdrawn.  DB confirmed  that Camden 
Council had not yet given planning permission for the use of Harrington St 
and that the application is due to go to Planning Committee.  RC confirmed 
that HS2 intended to progress with this planning application, so that there is 
still the opportunity to use Harrington St if needed.  However, he is looking 
to see whether the three month gap could be avoided.  RC explained that he 
and his team need more time to review the options. 
 
Residents also asked about various traffic management measures.  UB 
asked why it is not possible for vehicles to make a right turn from Varndell St 
onto Hampstead Rd.  RC explained this is due to the traffic lights and the 
long planning process.  UB also suggested that smaller vehicles are used, as 
there are weight restrictions on Granby Terrace Bridge.  LA welcomed the 
challenge to the HS2 team and suggested that the proposals for Granby 
Terrace Bridge are not safe for cyclists.  This was noted by HS2.  FH asked 
why vehicles could not turn right onto Hampstead Road at Granby Terrace 
rather than go around Harrington Square. 
 
JM asked whether piling would be carried out to extend Granby Terrace 
Bridge.  DA suggested that if piling is done then noise insulation for Langdale 
and other residents should be in place before this.  RC agreed to check 
whether the Granby Terrace Bridge works would exceed the noise insulation 
trigger levels and when noise insulation will be in place.  
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3b. 

FH and SCh confirmed that they were pleased alternatives are being 
considered.  RC confirmed this was raised at the walkabout and he is 
reviewing the options, he would communicate as he can. 
 
HGT raised that Keir Starmer sent a letter to David Higgins and asked if a 
reply had been sent.  JK agreed to look into this.  
 
LA asked about an Environmental Impact Assessment for the approaches.  
RC explained that HS2 would assess the effects of the refinements and any 
new or different significant impacts that cannot be mitigated, will be 
reported to the Secretary of State.  AC confirmed that if the effects are 
within what has already been predicted, the works will continue.  HGT and 
DA mentioned that this would need to comply with European legislation.  RC 
confirmed that the process would be to report these effects to the Secretary 
of State.  DA raised that the works on the sidings were not reported in the ES 
and were not included in the noise model.  AC confirmed that the 
requirement is to confirm that works are not exceeding what was predicted 
and HS2 would work with its contractors to further mitigate.  DA raised there 
is a disconnect between the policy and what happens on the ground.  RC 
confirmed HS2 is working through these issues with Network Rail. 
 
 
HS2 proposals for the Community Traffic Working Group (CTWG) – John 
Parrott (JP) 
 
JP explained that the purpose of the Traffic Liaison Group is to seek the 
necessary consents for works and the CTWG has been mainly about 
informing.  JP explained that it is not always possible to involve the Group in 
all traffic management measures.  However, HS2 is proposing to look ahead 
at the programme and identify opportunities to genuinely involve the CTWG 
and schedule meetings around these, similar to the Ongoing Design 
Development Working Group.  There will also be informing opportunities 
through the four weekly drop-ins, where the community can provide 
feedback, rather than arranging further meetings.  JP agreed to put a 
proposal together for CTWG to consider.  
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4a. 

 

 

 

HS2 security patrols – Richard Jordan (RJo) 
 
RJo explained that there are nine vehicles along the route and their role is to 
manage the safety and security of HS2 non-construction sites and to be a 
good neighbour.  UB queried what is an ‘affected’ property.  RJo explained 
that these are the HS2-owned buildings and buildings in the surrounding 
neighbourhood.  The team are not there for surveillance or intelligence 
gathering but to manage the sites and look out for effects on neighbouring 
properties.  SCh suggested they were there to protect the workforce and 
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4b. 

check the sites are secure.  RJo and JK also explained other measures the 
teams can help with such as additional safety/ security at Harvil Road when 
large plant was arriving; extra security if properties have been left empty; 
moving traffic cones as they were in the way.   
  
Displacement of drug addicts and perceived increase in anti-social 
behaviour – John Myers (JM)/ Timothy Burr (TBu) 
 
JM explained that there has been in an increase in drug-related crime, and 
an increase in burglaries, including drug dealing and there is more visible 
drug-dealing in the area.  JM explained that residents are intimidated and 
have noticed a drastic change in the last 12 months since St James’s Gardens 
was demolished. 
 
In response, TBu explained that CSjv is aware of the reported increase in 
drug-related crime and anti-social behaviour and of rough sleeping.  CSjv/ 
HS2 do not have any powers, however, they are working with Camden 
Council and other bodies to start to address this.  Some of the initiatives CSjv 
will be involved in are the Camden Safer Neighbourhood Teams; increased 
staff presence can be a deterrent; working with the Met. Police and British 
Transport Police (BTP).  TBu suggested HS2 could be a catalyst to provide 
support and attend a partners’ group to look at how to work together.  With 
regard to rough-sleeping, some activities include CSjv support for the New 
Horizons charity, which works with vulnerable and homeless youth in 
Camden and the Network Rail Christmas lunch. 
 
DB agreed that HS2 did not create the problem, but there has been a 
displacement of drug addicts, homeless.  DB confirmed that a multi-agency 
approach, which the Council are involved in, is the best approach.  LA 
mentioned that Camden Town Unlimited have patrols of commercial areas.  
DB confirmed that the Council have patrols, four Safer Streets Teams, in 
hotspot areas.  LA suggested it wasn’t just about homelessness but a 
financial contribution was needed.  DB suggested the next steps would be to 
have a walkabout of the area, for example there is a concern about the new 
blocks.  RJ asked whether community members could be on the multi-
agency group.  DB agreed to consider this, however there are concerns 
about the personal information that is shared. 
 
SCh invited HS2 to attend the Safer Neighbourhood Panel quarterly meeting 
as HS2 is often discussed.  JP/TBu agreed to get back to SCh on this. 
 
FH mentioned that at the District Management Committee the Transport 
Hub was discussed, there is little funding from the Home Office and 
additional funding would be helpful.         
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5 Any other issues arising nearer the time – Robert Latham (RL)/ Jeff 
Travers (JT) / David Auger (DA) 
 
RL explained that  on 15 December 20216, the House of Lords Select 
Committee had strongly recommended that the 1,300 households in Euston 
who qualify for noise insulation should be offered the following 
compensation:  

(i) owner-occupiers should be entitled to benefit in the Voluntary 
Purchase Scheme;  

(ii) owner-occupiers should also benefit from the Cash Option (a 
payment of between £30,000 and £100,000); and  

(iii) residential tenants should be entitled to a Lump Sum of £10,000. 
  

On 17 January 2017, the government had responded promising a scheme 
that would be “fair, reasonable and proportionate, in the spirit of the strong 
recommendation of the Select Committee”.   

RL stated that the proposed Prolonged Disturbance Compensation Scheme 
(PDCS) reflected neither the Select Committee’s recommendation nor the 
Government’s commitment to Parliament.  HS2 had confirmed that under 
the SES, no-one would qualify for compensation under the PDCS.  Properties 
in the area were now blighted.  An estate agent had advised that the impact 
of HS2 was to discount prices by some 25%.  

The government’s delay in responding to the recommendation is 
unacceptable. The community wanted to know whether they should seek 
redress from Parliament or the Courts.  RL asked HS2 to provide an update 
on PDCS and confirm the details of any scheme to be introduced in 
response to the recommendation of the Select Committee and the date 
from which it will apply – action to be complete by ECRG December 2018.  

JK was uncertain how long the Department for Transport would need to 
respond, however she would take that challenge back. 
 
JT raised some additional points.  JT explained that the Euston Station Board 
(ESB) had promised to publish minutes from the meetings within five weeks 
(whereas publication was taking 8 months) and a community representative 
was to be invited to attend, but despite this not even the agenda is being 
published, therefore, currently it is not possible to know whether meetings 
were being held.  JT noted that the April ESB minutes required DB to provide 
a report on ESB to ECRG as a "standing agenda item".  DB confirmed that at 
the last meeting he did agree to publish the minutes quickly, but was not 
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aware of the action to provide an update at ECRG.  RL suggested DB provide 
a written update of ESB for each ECRG meeting.  
 
JT explained that the Independent Design Panel June Report complimented 
HS2 and Lendlease design teams on their “fine grained" design collaboration 
and, therefore, at the Ongoing Design Working Group he formally asked who 
were the Master Development Partner's design team, (the Department for 
Transport having previously said it was Arup and Grimshaw).  But Arup, 
Grimshaw and DC could not confirm this.  JT informed ECRG that RC had just 
told him that Arup and Grimshaw were working for both HS2 and Lendlease. 
LW confirmed that Lendlease were currently employing Arup and Grimshaw 
as their designers. 
 
JT also stated that the community want comprehensive design engagement 
rather than ‘fragments’ and someone was due to speak to Lendlease.  JK 
confirmed that she spoke to Lendlease and they confirmed that they were 
not yet ready to engage in a group environment.  JT stated that the 
community did not want a plethora of meetings.  However RC explained that 
it is for HS2 to build the station, an agent is in place to develop it and the 
development is not part of the Act.   
 
Although Arup/ Grimshaw are working on a design, DC stated that Lendlease 
may come up with another design, which may affect the HS2 design.  JT 
suggested that fragmenting into separate "funding streams" could waste 
time when an integrated process was promised.  
 
JK mentioned that she is meeting with Lendlease soon and she could raise 
this with them.  They are already talking about a joint visitor centre, but they 
are not yet ready to come to ECRG as they are still building their team. 
 
DA asked about the commitment to have a community representative on 
the panel that oversees the Construction Commissioner’s work.  JK advised 
that the panel has representatives from three Local Authorities and a 
contractor.  There isn’t yet anyone in place as the community representative.  
JK and DB agreed to raise this with them.   
 
Referring back to JT’s earlier point RC suggested a joint workshop on station 
development with all partners would be useful.  JK agreed to raise this with 
Lendlease. 
 
HGT stated there are contradictions in the use of Euston Square Gardens 
and the Masterplan.  RJ suggested that is why engagement is important.  
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6 Minutes of last meeting – RJ 
 
JT mentioned that the post meeting note regarding the December minutes 
of ESB was not correct.  Subject to this change the minutes of the last 
meeting were agreed.  
 

 

7 Review of action items – RJ 
 
Action 160 – DA had received some information but a further response was 
requested. 
Action 161 – JP advised that discussions were taking place regarding a 
permanent home for HS2 in Camden and thanked the community for their 
support. 
Action 156 – DA requested this remains open. 
 

 

 

 

8 Matters arising from previous minutes 
 
Nothing to report 
 

 

9 AOB 
 
UB mentioned with regard to the Heritage Open Day, these are normally to 
celebrate conservation, however, the HS2 Open Day is remembering the 
destruction of St James’s Gardens.   
 

The next ECRG is to be held on 4 December 2018 
 
 
Post meeting note: 
As this was Gareth Epp’s last ECRG meeting as the Interim Construction 
Commissioner, the community and HS2 would like to extend our thanks to 
Gareth for his contribution to the project and wish him all the best for his 
next role.  
 

 


