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AGENDA ITEMS 

1. Welcome and Introductions - RJ 

2. Minutes of the last meeting - RJ 

3. Compulsory purchase process - DH/AL 
4. Significant adverse effects - changes in impacts due to change in design - HS2 Information 

Paper E1 circulated – HR/CC 
5. Community engagement update 

- Community Engagement Framework - JP 
- Local area drop-ins - TB 

6. Construction update - forward looks circulated - CT 
7. Noise Insulation Working Group update - NW 
8. Air Quality and Trees Working Group update - Outcomes paper circulated - DH 
9. Community Traffic Working Group - SCh 
10. Review of action items – circulated with agenda - RJ 
11. AOB - All 
12. Dates of next meetings - RJ 
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KM Katy Mann HS2 Programme Lead 

MU Moira Ugoji Community Liaison Manager 

DB Cllr Danny Beales   

PaT Cllr Paul Tomlinson  

Community 

LA Luisa Auletta Co-Chair, Camden Cutting Group 

UB Ursula Brown Regents Park Estate 

ER Elizabeth Raney Regents Park Estate 

AW Antonietta Winton Regents Park Estate 

SCh Steve Christofi Regents Park  

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  

AD Andrew Dismore London Assembly 

HC Henry Clarke Stephenson Way Business Group 

JH Jo Hurford Grafton Way 

AB Andrew Bosi Islington Society and London Forum of Amenity 
and Civic Societies 

FH Fran Heron Ampthill Estate 

JT Jeff Travers Primrose Hill, Gloucester Avenue Euston Design  

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

DA David Auger Camden Cutting Group 

   

 

Transport for London 

LP Lois Prior  Community Engagement, Crossrail 2 

GW Gary Webb Community Engagement 

Apologies: 

Robert Latham, Sandra Nicholls, John Myers, Cllr Heather Johnson, Timothy Stockton, Paul Braithwaite 

MEETING NOTES 

1 
 

Welcome and Introductions 
 
RJ welcomed everyone to the meeting, and Introductions were made. 
RJ noted that the entrance to HS2 in Camden has inadequate and unsafe 
lighting, and requested that this must be improved before the next meeting. 

 

2 
 

Minutes of the last meeting 
 
The minutes from the last meeting were agreed and signed. 

Later in the meeting JT referenced item 11 on the minutes (his response to 

HS2 about the foundations at the south end of Cobourg Street, repeating 
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his request that HS2 provide engineering justification for CPOs). JT noted HS2 

refused this at December ECRG-DWG meeting so it is 'outstanding action', 

following HS2's previous agreement to provide it. JT noted AL's advice that 

legal CPO challenge is prohibitively expensive 

3 
 

Compulsory purchase process  - DH/ AL 
 
DH talked through the paper she had provided prior to the meeting, specifically 
referencing the compulsory purchase of the Cottage Hotel and 3 Coburg St. and 
of four properties on Euston St.  
 
DH stated that in order to receive payment before leaving their homes, residents 
had been required to fill out a form received with the 3 month eviction notice,  
and return it on the same day it had been received together with other 
documents including proof of ownership and another independent survey, with 
no clarity over who would pay. DH said that this process meant residents had had 
to leave their homes without receiving payment, some having nowhere to go, 
and sleeping on family members’ sofas.  Sir Kier Starmer MP had raised this with 
Sir David Higgins, who had agreed to have this process reviewed. 
 
AL confirmed that the process has been reviewed, and that in future even in 
cases where no advance payment request form is returned, it would be deemed 
to have been returned and payment would be made. In cases where agreement 
has been reached, 100% of price is to be paid on possession day. In cases where 
the price is not agreed, 90% of HS2’s valuation of the property to be paid on 
possession day.  AL said that nobody will in future be put out of their house 
without 90% of HS2’s valuation being paid.  It was not clear what the mechanism 
is for ensuring that the funds are received before homes have to be vacated. 
 
AL stated that to date, all except one private owner has now received at least 
90% payment of HS2’s valuation. 
 
The community consider that HS2 do not provide enough funding for affected 
parties to employ London-based surveyors, and that it would be futile for 
homeowners to have to go to cheaper, out-of-London CPO surveyors, as they 
will not be familiar with London house values.  The view was expressed that 
HS2’s surveyors are providing very low and unrealistic valuations, perhaps 
because they are not London-based.  AL denied that there is a capping policy in 
place on fees payable to surveyors or solicitors and maintained that if the fees 
charged were commensurate with the work being done, there would be no 
problem with paying.  AL declined to provide any guidance as to what level of 
fees might be regarded as acceptable but said that excessive claims would be 
questioned.  RJ notes that this left homeowners having to engage professionals 
without knowing if the expense of so doing would be reimbursed. 
 
The community expressed concern for business owners forced to relocate, and 
feel that HS2’s valuations tend to be less than market value.  JT noted that 
threats were being made that owners had better not make trouble. 
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 SCh noted that there has been an estimated 40% reduction in footfall on 
Drummond Street due to the closure of local hotels, affecting small businesses. 
 
It was noted that slippage in HS2’s timetable means that residents in Regents 
Park Estate have been living in limbo for many months, not knowing when they 
will have to leave their properties.  AL was unable to provide a clear timetable 
but advised that the Red Blocks (Silverdale, Ainsdale, Eskdale and Stalbridge 
House) in Regents Park Estate would not be taken possession of before May. The 
date would be communicated to private lease holders shortly. AL advised that 
the residents who are tenants of LB Camden would be contacted by the council, 
rather than by HS2. 
 
HGT raised the issue of her own property case, and AL has committed to 
contacting her directly to discuss the matter and to write to her within 7 days to 
explain the delays that have occurred in relation to her CPO process and set out 
what the future progress of her case will be.  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
AI 149 
 
 
 
 
 
 

4 Significant adverse impacts - changes in impacts due to change in design  
 
Referencing HS2 Information Paper E1, circulated before the meeting, LA noted 
that it had been agreed that HS2 would provide a paper addressing changes in 
impacts and that all that HS2 had done was to refer to documents brought into 
existence during the hybrid bill process.  The papers referred to do not address 
specific issues of concern to the community, and she was not satisfied that HS2 
had provided a bespoke paper as agreed 
 
HR explained that E1 summarises controls and commitments in the Act, whereas 

the General Principles document defines and explains the minimum 

requirements to which HS2 must adhere in designing and constructing the Phase 

One works.  

The community asked how any new adverse impacts, which are in addition to 
significant adverse impacts already assessed in the ES are to be 
measured/defined/mitigated. 
 
CC explained that while the ES represents a snapshot in time, contractors are 
obliged to continuously mitigate against new effects. 
 
HR explained that during the design process new adverse effects are required to 
continuously be assessed and mitigated against. 
 
The community expressed concern that assessment is undertaken internally in 
HS2 and that community members have no visibility and no way of being 
reassured that anything is being done.  Community members were extremely 
angry at CC’s assertion that impacts would be mitigated because there is a duty 
to mitigate them.  A great deal of anger and mistrust was expressed. 
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PT explained that in relation to traffic effects the ES sets out where there are 
significant adverse effects, and that there is a requirement not to create new one 
and that the general principal of reducing effects also applied to traffic.  
 
DA stated that in relation to Mornington Terrace, the ES estimated the most 
significantly affected month to have been one where the road was blocked, and 
there was therefore no traffic. He therefore considers the ES to be inadequate.  
 
LA stated that the explanations provided by HS2 are unclear and do not address 
her concern that if a significant adverse impact was reported in the ES, HS2 could 
infinitely increase the impact. PT explained that this was not the case. 
 
Community members expressed anger that HS2 would not provide an open 
explanation that could be understood.  SCh asked for a summary that could be 
understood by lay people, rather than HS2 just referring to a long pre-existing 
document. 
 
RJ suggested that the community should present their questions to HS2 in 
written form. LA stated that she had already done so, but was not satisfied with 
the response received. 
 
An action was taken for HS2 to clarify what happens when an already 
significantly affected location is subject to further significant impacts and to 
clarify how new effects are calculated, and how the plan to mitigate these new 
effects would be shared with the community. 
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5 
 
 
 

Community engagement update 
 

- Community Engagement Framework  
JP explained the HS2 have collated feedback on the Community Engagement 
Framework, and that actions will be returned to Daisy Froud on 2 February. 
DA stated that Hs2’s behaviours should reflect the framework. 
The community expressed concern that the Community Engagement 
Framework and the Local Plan for Camden could potentially be in conflict, and 
request that these documents be combined.  MH reminded JP that the original 
HS2 engagement plan had been rejected by the community before RJ became 
involved. 
 
JP stated he is aware that the documents need to come together, and that he 
hopes to be able to come to the community in the coming weeks with a solution 
following discussion with Daisy Froud and Julie King. 
 
JH stated that she considers the working groups to be inadequate, as the Air 
Quality Working Group and the Traffic Working Group had both asked for the 
trees in Euston Square Gardens not to be felled until the final plans for the 
temporary taxi rank had been seen.  She was appalled and deeply upset that the 
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trees have been felled without anyone at HS2 having been able to identify the 
works which make the felling necessary. 
 
LA noted that it appeared that the trees adjacent to Euston Road were being 
felled in order to widen the road, not to make way for a taxi rank. 
 
DH stated that in her opinion HS2’s engagement is as hollow as the petitioning 
process was. 
 
RJ stated that the Community Engagement Framework should be completed 
quickly, as many people in the room, if asked, would say the engagement 
process is in crisis.  This was met with applause.  RJ expressed the view that it is 
essential for DF’s work to address whether the ECRG and working group 
arrangement is fit for purpose and should continue in its present form. 
 
The community requested that in future all working group meetings should be 
minuted, as well as working from action trackers. It was generally felt that action 
trackers do not provide a feel for the content of the meetings. FH stated that 
without minutes, the groups are unable to prove what points they have 
presented to the meeting.  It was reported that HS2 refuse to take minutes or to 
have the meetings recorded, and refuse to look at minutes provided by 
community members. 
 
JP said that the working groups are not minuted due to their frequency, and 
resourcing constraints. However this issue will be covered in the Community 
Engagement Framework. 
 
Concerns were raised over the minutes from the three Euston Strategic 
Boards not all being made available (with only two boards publishing and five 
months late). JT attributed the confusion among ECRG members to the 
withholding of this vital information. The community requested these to be 
published in a timely way with HS2 publishing the ESSRB minutes. 
 
The community advised that John Myers had been put forward for membership 
of the Board. 
 

- Local area drop-ins 
TB confirmed that the next community drop-in event will be held on 21 Feb. It 
was confirmed that further to requests from the community, there will be a 
presentation given at each event. It is proposed that the presentation on 21 Feb 
will cover station design. 
 
TB advised that frequently asked questions will be collated and published on 
Commonplace, covering various subjects.  This will be updated on a monthly 
basis, and the community would be updated via Commonplace news alerts. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

6 
 
 

Construction update 
 
The community were not satisfied with the 4 week construction lookahead which 
has been provided in advance of the meeting, as it had been published on 11 
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January, covering the period from 8 January- 3 February. RJ noted that it was a 
look-back.  The community request that for future ECRG meetings, a lookahead 
should be produced which would cover at least 3 weeks beyond the meeting 
date. This was taken as an action. 

 
 
 
AI 153 

7 Noise Insulation Working Group update 
 
NW provided an update on the noise insulation programme. He explained that 
the system of baseline tranching in a counter clockwise direction had been 
discontinued. It was noted by the community that the 12 month construction 
look ahead does not reflect this change, and an action was taken to amend this. 
 
NW advised that two new glazing companies have been contracted. 
 
NW confirmed that there are 1289 properties in Camden which are eligible to 
receive secondary glazing. Of these, 252 have declined the offer. Attempts will 
be made shortly to contact properties from which no response has been 
received, with mid-week, evening and Saturday door knocking to take place.  
 
Only two properties have been fitted with secondary glazing to date. 
 
The community expressed concerns over the extremely low number of 
properties to have received secondary glazing so far.  
 
NW acknowledged that that there has been a delay to the programme, and that 
this has been due to supply chain issues. RJ asked what delays had occurred that 
were not foreseeable but no explanation was provided. 
 
DH stated that residents of Cartmel would prefer to have external secondary 
glazing, but had only been offered internal glazing. 
 
DA pointed out that the noise monitor nearest to his property is approximately 
140m away, whereas the works are approximately 10 m away.  He has endured 
noise disturbance at 4am on 3 occasions but the lack of a noise monitor in 
proximity to his house means that the noise is treated as not triggering a right to 
noise insulation.  HR advised that calculations are carried out to extrapolate from 
the monitors but DA said that the nearest monitor is on the other side of a 
bridge, which masks the noise. HS2 advised that CSJV are installing new noise 
monitors shortly. 

 
 
 
 
 
AI 154 

8 Air Quality and Trees Working Group update 
 
An outcomes log was circulated in advance of the meeting. This will continue to 
be updated. 
 
DH provided an update on the Tree Panel. She confirmed that the Panel had met 
in December to discuss the trees in St James’s Gardens, and she attended.  The 
panel decided to remove all of the trees in the Gardens.  DH reported that each 
tree was not considered individually, and a single reason for removal was given 
for all of the trees. 
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CC disagreed and stated that each tree was considered individually, and was 
identified by an individual number. 
There was a further heated discussion about the community’s anger that trees 
are not being championed individually. 
 
In relation to Euston Square Gardens, it was noted that the first 11 trees had been 
removed during the night of 30th Jan, with 17 more to follow, in preparation for 
the temporary taxi rank.  
 
The community expressed concerns over the removal of trees for a temporary 
purpose.  
 
TBu confirmed that a tree had been saved close to Euston Square Gardens due to 
the re-engineering of a pathway. Tbu advised that it had been necessary to 
propose removing some low branches to avoid obstructing pedestrians, however 
this had not yet been agreed by the tree panel. JH doubted this explanation as 
she tied scarves around every tree and did not bump her head at all, despite 
being quite tall. 
 
DH disagrees with the excavation of St James’s Gardens in advance of the final 
station scheme design being in place, as it is not yet known which trees could be 
preserved. 
 

9 Community Traffic Working Group 
 
SCh discussed some successful outcomes of the group, including a rat running 
issue on Drummond Street which had been temporarily sorted out, as LBC 
agreed to put up a no entry sign, and parking issues on Park Village East which 
were sorted out as the Council agreed to reinstate some parking bays. 
 
SCH expressed concerns over the temporary taxi rank, as he doesn’t consider 
that the views of the traffic working group had been fully taken into account in 
the design process. He considers that the group should have been alerted to the 
related tree felling.  Despite repeated community requests the revised plans for 
the taxi rank were not brought back to the TWG for consideration prior to being 
taken to the Tree Panel. It had not been agreed by the community that the taxi 
rank proposals would be considered by the AQ/Tree WG rather than by the TWG 
first. 
 
SCh also expressed safety concerns over traffic management at a zebra crossing 
on Hampstead Road near to utility trial holes.  Other community members noted 
that they had also formally reported safety concerns about this work and 
understood that Camden's officer had also reported it. 
 
The community requested that Traffic Management Plans be provided to the 
traffic working group in advance of works commencing. SCh said this was 
formerly the practice but HS2 has stopped doing it.  There was nobody available 
from HS2 who could explain why the practice had stopped or what reason there 
might be.  This request was taken as an action bySC. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
AI 150 
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[post-meeting note: The community do not think it is acceptable that an 
escalation is referred back to the person at the TWG who has been dealing with 
the relevant issue and has refused to action it.] 
 
The community also requested that LB Camden play a greater role in reviewing 
traffic management and road safety. 

10 Review of action items 
 
The action log was agreed. 
The community requested the ECRG be held bi- monthly rather than quarterly. 
RJ advised that this is a matter to be addressed via the Community Engagement 
Framework. 

 

11 AOB 
 
The community requested an update on the Construction Compensation 
Scheme. It was agreed that this should be an agenda item for the next meeting. 

 

12 Dates of next meetings 
 
The next ECRG meeting will be held on 15 May 2018. 

 

 

Recipients are reminded that they have a 7 day working period for corrections to be received. 

Any correction to the minutes should be limited to six bullet points, 50 words per person and 

those from the community should be directed to the Contact Group (ECR) for onward 

presentation to Rosemary Jackson, Independent Chair.  


