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CONSULTATIONS 2011-2012
THE KENTISH TOWN NEIGHBOurHOOD DEVELOPmENT PLAN
CONSuLTATION STATEmENT
This Consultation Statement has been prepared to fulfil
the legal obligations of the Neighbourhood Planning
(General) regulations 2012. Section 15(1) of Part 5 of
the regulations sets out where a qualifying body
submits a plan proposal to the local planning authority,
it must include:
a) a map or statement which identifies the area to which
the proposed neighbourhood development plan relates;
b) a consultation statement;
c) the proposed neighbourhood development plan;
d) a statement explaining how the proposed
neighbourhood development plan meets the
requirements of paragraph 8 of Schedule 4B [Basic
Conditions] to the 1990 Act.
In Section 15(2) of Part 5 of the regulations,
“consultation statement” means a document that:
a) contains details of the persons and bodies who were
consulted about the proposed neighbourhood
development plan;
b) explains how they were consulted;
c) summarises the main issues and concerns raised by
the persons consulted;
d) describes how these issues and concerns have been
considered and, where relevant, addressed in the
proposed neighbourhood development plan.
Level of consultation
Far more consultation has been undertaken than the
legislation requires, and this is set out in detail in this
Consultation Statement.
The aims of the Kentish Town Neighbourhood Plan
consultation process were:
i. to ‘front-load’ consultation, so that the Plan was
informed by the views of local people and other
stakeholders from the start of the neighbourhood
planning process;
ii. to ensure that consultation events took place at
critical points in the process where decisions needed to
be taken;
iii. to engage as wide a range of people as possible, using
a variety of events and communication techniques;
iv. to ensure that results of consultation were fed back
to local people and available to read (via the KTNF
website and in hard copy in Kentish Town Library,
Kentish Town Community Centre and the Somali youth
Centre Kentish Town) as soon as possible after the
consultation events.
Consultation was undertaken by Kentish Town
Neighbourhood Forum, with The Prince’s Foundation
and with Creative Citizens from the Helen Hamlyn
Foundation royal College of Art.
Consultation was undertaken by Kentish Town
Neighbourhood Forum with the local community,
stakeholders and nearby neighbourhood forums.
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Consultation events took place at the following
stages in the neighbourhood planning process:
• Initial public meeting and consultation at the very start
of the process 06.04.2011;
• Second public meeting and consultation to look at the
Localism Bill, and initial approaches 20.10.2011;
• The first Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum AGm
and public meeting on 19.01.2012;
• Consultation between KTNF and emerging
Dartmouth Park Neighbourhood Forum (DPNF) regarding
neighbourhood boundaries began 27.01.2012. An mou
between KTNF and DPNF was signed 27.08.2013;
• Weekend of walkabouts organised by KTNF
throughout the KTNF Area 21/22.04.2012;
• Special General meeting to discuss the enlargement
of the Area 23.04.2012;
• KTNF stall at Alma Street Fair 27.05.2012;
• Week of street engagements in Kentish Town
27.06.2012 – 03.07.2012;
• Three-day community planning event organised by
KTNF with The Prince’s Foundation and attended by
stakeholders and local community 03/04/05.07.2012;
• Weekend of walkabouts in north Kentish Town
6/7.10.2012;
• meeting at murphy’s yard, with Paul Brosnahan and
John Stack, Directors of murphy Group. members of
DPNF also present, 08.10.2012;
• Letter to KTNF from Paul Brosnahan 23.10.2012
• Camden’s statutory six week consultation on KTNF’s
Forum and Area application began 08.11.2012
• Consultation between KTNF and emerging North
Camden Town Neighbourhood Forum (NCTNF) began
13.11.2012;
• Street engagements in Kentish Town 18/19.01.2013;
• Workshop and public meeting with AGm organised by
KTNF with The Prince’s Foundation, attended by
stakeholders and local community 31.01.2013;
• Creative Citizens with KTNF and local community –
Asset-mapping NP Workshop 21.02.2013;
• mou between KTNF and NCTNF signed 27.03.2013.
revised boundary agreed;
• KTNF and Area officially designated 10.04.2013;
• Creative Citizens with KTNF and community – Ideas
evening 23.04.2013;
• Six Working Parties set up to work on policy areas.
Local community, stakeholders and KTNF committee
involved. June 2013 – January 2014;
• KTNF stall at Alma Street Fair 23.06.2013;
• Creative Citizens with KTNF and local community –
Ideas meeting 05.09.2013;
• Neighbourhood Planning Workshop for KTNF advisors
and committee 19.10.2013;
• Neighbourhood Plan exhibition and public meeting
organised by KTNF 07.12.2013;
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• AGm and public meeting 23.01.2014;
• From march 2014 the Creative Citizens with KTNF’s
Online Interactive Neighbourhood Plan was live on the
KTNF website and the beermats were distributed in may;
• meeting with Paul Brosnahan, Director of murphy
Group, and Shane mcCarthy, Estate manager at
Asphaltic Developments Ltd, regis road, 01.06.2014.
• Workshop with Creative Citizens, KTNF and
community 03.07.2014;
• KTNF engagement with children at Eleanor Palmer
Primary School August 2014;
• meeting at murphy’s yard, with Paul Brosnahan,
Director of murphy Group. members of DPNF also
present, 06.09.2014;
• AGm and public meeting 29.01.2015;

• meeting with Paul Brosnahan, Director of murphy
Group and J.P. murphy, Solicitor and members of the
KTNF committee 16.02.2015;
• The Statutory Consultation stage in accordance with
regulation 14, from 16.03.2015 to 27.04.2015;
• Consultation meeting attended by Chairs and Deputy
Chairs of KTNF and DPNF regarding the industry area
and view policies, 27.07.2015;
• meeting with Paul Brosnahan Director of murphy
Group and members of the KTNF committee 20.10.15.
This Consultation Statement provides an overview of
each of the above stages of consultation. Full details
are provided in the reports that support the Consultation
Statement in the Appendiices.

INITIAL PuBLIC mEETING AND CONSuLTATION 6 APrIL 2011
Cleanbreak Theatre, 2 Patshull road
The first decision the community in Kentish Town
had to make was whether it wanted and needed a
Neighbourhood Plan. A meeting was called by
Kentish Town road Action to find out more about
the Localism Bill and what would be involved in
putting together a Plan.
Esther Kurland of urban Design London was invited

to speak to the meeting about the Localism agenda.
32 people attended – representatives of nine local
groups plus individuals from four wards: Kentish
Town, Cantelowes, Camden with Primrose Hill and
Highgate ward.
A list of attendees and the minutes of the meeting
can be seen in Appendix 1.

SECOND PuBLIC mEETING AND CONSuLTATION 20 OCTOBEr 2011
Kentish Town Community Centre, Greenwood Place

 First proposed
boundary of the KTNF
Plan Area presented to a
Public Meeting on 20
October 2011
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At the second public meeting in October 2011,
Caroline Hill presented an outline of the Localism Bill
and the National Planning Policy Framework. Among
the items discussed were the options for different
styles of Constitution and ideas for a Kentish Town
Neighbourhood Plan:
• Green spaces
• Trees
• Protecting front gardens from use as car parking
• Playgrounds
• Local listing
• Business issues
• Presumption against basement development
• Education and schools

CONSULTATIONS 2011-2012

• Height of buildings – limits
• Transport
• Sports amenities
• Fascia on shops
• Existing buildings - protection
• High Street including mix of uses and 75% retail
• Independent shops
• Health centres
• youth centres
• Empty sites
22 people attended the meeting – representatives of six
local groups, two Camden councillors, and individuals.
The minutes of the meeting, including a list of
attendees and Action Points, can be seen in Appendix 2.

Additionally it was agreed that the local Councillors
representing the current three Council wards that fell
wholly or partly within the boundary of KTNF,
Camden Town & Primrose Hill, Cantelowes and
Kentish Town, would act in an advisory capacity, as
appropriate and subject to any conflict of interest (for

example those Councillors on the Planning
Committee).
The minutes of the meeting, including a list of
attendees, Action Points, the draft Constitution and
draft Statement of General Policies and Objectives
can be seen in Appendix 3.

KENTISH TOWN NEIGHBOurHOOD FOrum ANNuAL GENErAL mEETING
19 JANuAry 2012
Kentish Town Community Centre, Greenwood Place
At the first KTNF AGm in January 2012 the Kentish
Town Neighbourhood Forum (KTNF) was formed .A
Committee was elected, a group of voluntary local
Advisors was set up and a Constitution was approved.
52 people attended – representatives of 11 local
groups, two business representatives, one church
leader, five Camden councillors, and individuals.
Hari Phillips, Vice Chair of Bermondsey
Neighbourhood Forum, gave a presentation. Hari
had a great deal of experience of setting up a
vanguard Neighbourhood Forum over the past year.
15 members of The Kentish Town Neighbourhood
Forum Committee were elected:

1. Tom Allen
2. Diana Baynes
3. Hilary Barnes
4. Christopher Cross
5. Tony Dunne
6. Isky Gordon
7. Celia Goreham
8. John Grayson
9. Caroline Hill
10. Derek Jarman
11. David Johnson
12. rev. Jon march
13. Wendy munro

14. John Nicholson
15. Paul Seviour
Voluntary Advisors:
Beattie Blakemore
Alice Brown
raoul Bunschoten
richard Burton
Clare Healy
Alan morris
David Prout
Will upton
David Watkinson

 Second proposed
boundary of the KTNF
Plan Area presented to
the KTNF AGM on 19
January 2012
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 First KTNF information leaflet February 2012, emailed to to all signed-up Forum members and posted on website
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ONGOING CONSuLTATION BETWEEN KTNF AND DArTmOuTH PArK NF
FrOm 27 JANuAry 2012
Consultations between KTNF and the emerging
Dartmouth Park NF began on 27 January 2012. The
first discussions were regarding Neighbourhood
boundaries and involved David Cronin with Patrick
Lefevre from Dartmouth Park CAAC and Caroline
Hill from KTNF.
Later consultations continued between changing
committee chairs Peter French, Ben Castell, Ellen

Gates, Kay Hughes and to date Ellen Gates again.
Consultations are ongoing.
On 8 October 2012 and 6 September 2014 KTNF
met with DPNF at murphy’s yard to discuss Industrial
Area matters with Paul Brosnahan and other murphy
directors.
An mou was signed between KTNF and DPNF on
27 August 2013. This can be seen in Appendix 4.

WEEKEND OF WALKABOuTS IN KENTISH TOWN
21 AND 22 APrIL 2012

 Walkabout areas map
21/22 April 2012

KTNF organized a weekend of walkabouts covering
the entire Neighbourhood Forum Area (as it was
then) on 21 and 22 April 2012. The aim was to get to
know our neighbourhood, our neighbours and
businesses, and to hear how people would like to
see their area develop.
The KTNF Area was divided into four, and the
walk in each area was repeated twice on each day
of the weekend. The timings of walks were 10-12 in
the mornings and 2-4 in the afternoons. The idea
was that anyone and everyone in the Area could go
on all four walks during the weekend and that, as a
result of these walks and the input from
participants, KTNF would develop ideas for our
Neighbourhood Plan.
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There was a leader for all the walks and each group
of four leaders went on trial walks beforehand. Leaders
were committee members, advisors and local people.
The weekend was a success with 70 people taking
part. The sun shone even though the weather forecast
had been dreadful. We took down details of possible
development areas, infill sites, heritage buildings,
open spaces, playgrounds and shopping streets.
For details of the walking guidance criteria and
the Walkabout records, see Appendix 5.

 Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum Walkabouts April
2012 poster / leaflet, and photographs of groups of walkers
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SPECIAL GENErAL mEETING 23 APrIL 2012
Kentish Town Community Centre, Busby Place
The Special General meeting was held primarily to
discuss the inclusion of north Kentish Town into the
KTNF Area and thereby the enlargement of the Area.
56 people attended the meeting. representatives of
12 local groups, one councillor and one police
representative were present.
A vote was held and 26 current members of KTNF
voted in favour of the inclusion of north Kentish Town;
there were no votes against and no abstentions.
mary Cane of north Kentish Town was co-opted
onto the committee.

The SGm voted in favour of the amended
Constitution.
Two members of the Prince’s Foundation made a
presentation. Previously the KTNF committee had
approached the Foundation to ask for help with
facilitating community engagements and with
progressing the KTNF Neighbourhood Plan. The
meeting voted in favour of accepting the Prince’s
Foundation proposal.
For the minutes of the meeting, including a list
of attendees and Action Points, see Appendix 6.

 Third proposed
boundary of the KTNF
Plan Area approved by
majority vote at the
KTNF Special General
Meeting on 23 April 2012

KTNF STALL AT ALmA STrEET FAIr
27 mAy 2012
KTNF had a stand at the annual at the very
successful Alma Street Fair attended by hundreds of
local people.
We decorated the stall with screen-printed
balloons and bunting.

On the stall we displayed KTNF information
leaflets and signing up sheets. Our stall publicised
the Neighbourhood Plan and gathered comments
from people about how they would like to see Kentish
Town develop. We also signed up 32 new members.

 Members of the Forum preparing the KTNF stand at the
Alma Street Fair 2012; the board with ideas; screen-printed
balloons
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A WEEK OF STrEET ENGAGEmENTS 27 JuNE - 3 JuLy 2012
All over Kentish Town
Over seven days in June and July, 23 local people,
including committee members, members of the Forum
and a ward councillor, spent three to six hours a day in
the week and eight hours a day at the weekend asking
hundreds of local people, in the street, playgrounds,
pubs, churches, the industry area and shops, how they
would like to see Kentish Town develop.
We were facilitated by an enthusiatic Forum
Advisor, experienced in street engagement, who
produced a huge blackboard onto which passers-by
attached their aspirations for Kentish Town. Our
screen-printed balloons decorated the stand and
encouraged people to stop and talk to us.
We had placed an advertisement in the Camden
New Journal and during the street engagements we
handed out “business cards”, advertising the two days
of public planning workshops at the Planning Event
that followed.
We handed out “my Wish for Kentish Town” cards
and asked people to write on them and post them into
a box in the Post Office.
When we went into shops we took smaller
blackboards. Shop keepers wrote down their ideas

 Clockwise: the advertisement printed
in the Camden New Journal; the
business card; the wish card; one of
the blackboards covered with
comments written by the community;
comments left on the wall of an empty
building including a grammatical
correction graffiti.
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and we photographed the boards. We took similar
boards into playgrounds and asked parents what they
wanted to see in Kentish Town.
A set of central themes that matter to people
emerged during the engagement week. They are as
follows (in no particular order):
• Town Square / meeting place
• Improve the High Street as a place to shop and gather
• maintain and improve the diversity of its shops and
facilities
• Improve access to and provision of high quality green
space
• Work to improve the environment and provide spaces
for creative / artistic pursuits, activities and social
interaction
• Improve facilities for residents of all ages and provide
places where all can mix
• Enhance travel experience around Kentish Town
for pedestrians and cyclists.
On the last day we assembled all our photographs
and the aspirations and wishes of the community and
we put an exhibition together to show at the Planning
Event starting that evening.

 Street engagements with the community and ideas from a shopkeeper (sort out
cyclists going through red lights; more loading bays / time for businesses; more
non-food shops e.g. clothing) and a parent in a playground (more community
centres; more social housing).
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THrEE-DAy COmmuNITy PLANNING EVENT OrGANISED By KTNF
WITH THE PrINCE’S FOuNDATION 3 – 5 JuLy 2012
Attended by stakeholders and the local community
St Luke’s, Oseney Crescent, Kentish Town
From 3 to 5 July we ran a series of community
planning events in conjunction with the Prince's
Foundation. We held two public sessions and one
stakeholder workshop at St Luke's in Oseney
Crescent.
The first public session on 3 July was attended by
over 80 people. Around the Church we had displayed
the results of the week-long engagement we had
undertaken around Kentish Town road. This included
the wish cards and the sticky notes with ideas from
people about what would most improve Kentish Town
and what they would like to see in Kentish Town.
During the evening people were asked to identify the
places they most liked and least liked in Kentish Town
on a large map and the three things/areas most in
need of improvement in Kentish Town.
On 4 July we held a Stakeholder Day attended by
around 50 people including Camden Council
Officers, local Councillors, owners of businesses in
Kentish Town, landowners, Transition Kentish Town,
the Somali youth Development resource Centre, the
Safer Neighbourhoods Police Team and
representatives from London underground and
Transport for London. In groups we looked at
identifying key issues and priorities in areas such as
transport, community services/facilities, green/public

 Poster for the Kentish Town Community Planning Event
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spaces, planning, housing and historic buildings and
economic development.
During the day of 5 July planners from the Prince's
Foundation and representatives from the KTNF
Committee worked to summarise all the work
undertaken and put it together into a presentation
highlighting some possible proposals to take forward.
The second public session on the evening of 5
July, attended by over 60 people, focused on

presenting the outputs of all the engagement based
on the priority areas identified by everyone who had
attended the events.
For the Programme of Events see Appendix 7.
Later, the Prince's Foundation collated all the
information and feedback and produced a report for
KTNF. The report can be seen on the KTNF website:
http://ktnf.org/princes-foundation-report-kentishtown-makes-plans/

 Internal Design Workshop – A sketch of a concept for Kentish Town Square

WEEKEND OF WALKABOuTS IN NOrTH KENTISH TOWN
6 – 7 OCTOBEr 2012

 Stakeholder Day – working out strategies for housing and
community facilities
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 First Public Session – adding an idea to the Wish Cards

mary Cane, Karen Dorn, Gill Green, Gill Jacobs and
Belinda and mark Wakefield led on sections of the
walk. Below is a summary of mary Cane’s
description of the walk:
“Over fifty walkers joined the Kentish Town
Neighbourhood Forum’s North Kentish Town
Walkabout in delightful autumn sunshine on October
6th and 7th. For one walker's view of the walk go
to http://www.andrewwhitehead.net/1/post/2012/10/n
orth-kentish-town-walkabout.html.
It was a pleasure to welcome so many interested
Kentish Towners – perhaps curious after the Kentish
Towner Blog described the area as “bucolic".
Thanks especially to mark and Belinda Wakefield,
Karen Dorn, Gill Green, Gill Jacobs and tailor to the
stars, Chris ruocco, who turned out especially for
walkers even on Sunday when his shop was shut,

and to KTNF committee members for their support.
On our walks we saw development sites in several
areas: at the lower end of College Lane backing onto
gardens in Evangelist road; on the empty triangular
site on the lower end of Lady Somerset road; the
site of the former railway Club between College
Lane and Little Green Street. For more information
about this site go to http://www.littlegreenstreet.com/
The Ingestre road Estate has been subject to a few
proposals by the London Borough of Camden over the
years including turning underused garages into light
industrial units and, more recently under the Council's
Community Investment Programme, redevelopment of
the elderly people’s home and the community centre.
All these proposals have been rejected totally by the
Tenants and residents Association.
Ingestre road leads to a railway footbridge much
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   Poster / leaflet
advertising the North
Kentish Town
Walkabouts October
2012, and photographs
of the Kentish Town
community taking part
in the the walks

has led to a more flourishing shopping street –
including a well stocked greengrocers long needed in
the area, a friendly stationers and a fabulous ice

cream shop in addition to our Somali bakers.
Everyone objected to the wasted boarded up
ground floor of the flats on the Tally Ho site.”

KTNF mEETING ON murPHy SITE 8.10.2012
attended by Paul Brosnahan and John Stack, Directors of murphy Group
and members of KTNF and Dartmouth Park Neighbourhood Forum
KTNF organised a meeting with diectors of the
murphy group on 8 October 2012 to discuss the
possible future development of the murphy Site. We
invited members of Dartmouth Park Neighbourhood

Forum to the meeting and several attended.
As a result of this meeting, Paul Brosnahan
director of murphy’s Group,sent KTNF a letter on
23 October 2012 (see Appendix 8).

CAmDEN’S STATuTOry SIx WEEK CONSuLTATION ON
KTNF’S FOrum AND ArEA APPLICATION FrOm 8.11.2012
used by Dartmouth Park residents heading for
Tufnell Park Station, La Swap students, and North
Kentish Towners walking to the Heath. The bridge is
in a lamentable state of repair.
Another planning issue in this part of Kentish Town
is redevelopment of industrial or light industrial
premises where there is a presumption by
developers to build high density flats or houses in
difficult to access spaces close to existing dwellings.
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Of special concern to residents is that these
developments overlook gardens and existing
houses. The development of back gardens in corner
properties converted into flats has been resisted in
some places and not in others. The loss of amenity
and overdevelopment where this has occurred
means that we should be asking Camden for clearer
policy on this.
The refurbishment of the shops in Fortess road

As a result of the consultation (see Appendix 9), the
emerging North Camden Town Neighbourhood
Forum (NCTNF) and a local ward councillor objected
to the proposed 100m dog-leg projection south along
the Kentish Town road carriageway. It was thought
to be not a logical part of the Kentish Town footprint
and should be left to the prerogative of Hawley

Wharf and / or Camden Town, with the boundary at
Hawley road.
Consultation between KTNF and NCTNF began on
13 November 2012. Later on there were further
objections to KTNF’s proposed Area from NCTNF and
ward councillors. Discussions continued into the New
year and beyond.
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MAKING DAY 12.01.13
STReeT eNGAGeMeNTS IN The KTNF AReA 18 / 19.01.2013
On 12 January 2013 members of the KTNF
committee, a KTNF advisor and members of the
wider KTNF group gathered in the Grafton pub to
make materials for the street engagements.
A few days later we spent two days talking to
shopkeepers in Kentish Town because we realised

that outside the main shopping area more
engagement was needed. We asked them for their
“Three best ideas to improve the area”.
On 18 January 2013 we covered the shopping
area of Brecknock Road. We were not daunted by
the snow and we spoke to shopkeepers who were,

in the main, strongly in favour of support from KTNF.
During the morning of 19 January 2013 we
covered the southern end of Fortess Road and the
northern end of Kentish Town Road, and again met
and spoke to many shopkeepers, informing them
about the Plan and listening to their ideas.
In the afternoon of 19 January we covered the
southern end of Kentish Town Road and again
shopkeepers were very keen to talk with us and
express their ideas some of which were useful in the
development of the Plan.

 Making Day

 Kentish Town Road north: 1. Cycle Lanes; 2. Parking free
for residents; 3. Ban betting shops from residential areas

 The intrepid KTNF team with Post Office Brecknock Road
ideas: 1. People’s manners should be improved; 2. Parking

 Kentish Town Road north: 1. Cleaning the street; 2. Crime;
3. Help for small businesses

 Kentish Town Road north: 1. More security / policing;
2. Better food shops and caribbean food in KT Road;
3. Parking for clients

 Kentish Town Road north: 1. More street bins with
ashtrays; 2. More bicycle parking in Kentish Town Road;
3. More police on foot

 Kentish Town Road north: 1. More parking in KT Road; 2.
Improve ‘look’ of bottom end of KT Road – spend money;
3. More open shop fronts

 Making Day

 Fortess Road south:
1. More trees along Fortess Road;
2. More parking bays; 3. More cashpoints

18

 Fortess Road south:
1. Fighting Crime; 2. Create jobs; 3. Youth clubs,
Community centre
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WORKShOP AND PuBlIC MeeTING WITh ANNuAl GeNeRAl MeeTING
ORGANISeD BY KTNF WITh The PRINCe’S FOuNDATION
AT ST. luKe'S, OSeNeY CReSCeNT 31.01.2013
attended by stakeholders and local community
KTNF had, over the recent months, carried out
further work focused on drafting planning policies,
proposals and community actions to be included in
the Neighbourhood Plan. This event was aimed at
refining, adding to and prioritising those policies,
proposals and actions.
During our street engagements we handed out
‘business cards’ advertising the event, we put up
posters and we emailed invitations to our 300 signed
up KTNF members and to key stakeholders.
In order for us to open up the discussion to a wider
audience, KTNF and The Prince’s Foundation
facilitated a morning workshop followed by lunch for
key stakeholders from the locality and further afield, a
public session in the afternoon of 31 January followed
by an evening session for everybody. The latter
included Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum’s AGM
and a presentation by the Prince’s Foundation
followed by a further interactive session. These events
provided an opportunity for the wider community to
engage in the plan development process and give
their views on the emerging policies and proposals.

33 Stakeholders accepted the invitation (For the
list of stakeholders and agenda see Appendix 10).
There were 120 attendees throughout the day and
62 people attended the AGM.
Two new committee members were elected: hilary
Barnes and lindsey Purchall. Committee members who
stood again and we re-elected were: Mary Cane, Celia
Goreham, henry herzberg, Caroline hill (Chair), Derek
Jarman, David Jockelson, Jon March, Wendy Munro,
John Nicholson (Secretary), Paul Seviour, Tom Tabori.
At the next committee meeting the following
officers were elected by the committee unanimously:
Chair: Caroline hill, proposed by David Johnson,
seconded by Wendy Munro
Vice-Chair: henry herzberg, proposed by Caroline
hill, seconded by hilary Barnes
Treasurer: Paul Seviour, proposed by Caroline hill,
seconded by Wendy Munro
Secretary: John Nicholson, proposed by Wendy
Munro, seconded by David Jockelson
(Neerja Vashista was co-opted onto the committee
25.04.2013).

 Left and right, group workshop sessions for stakeholders
 Theme-based boards for the public session

 Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum AGM

KTNF
KENTISH TOWN

NEIGHBOURHOOD PLANNING FOR

COME ALONG AND GIVE US
YOUR VIEWS
When: Thursday 31 January 2013 from 4.15pm
Where: St Luke’s, Oseney Crescent, Kentish Town NW5 2AT
4.15 – 6.30pm

• Come and help develop YOUR Neighbourhood Plan

  Front and back ‘business card’ for the KTNF
Neighbourhood Planning event

6.45 – 9.00pm

• Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum AGM
• Results of our Neighbourhood Planning work so far
• YOUR responses to proposed ideas
The Prince’s Foundation will assist us in drawing up proposals for
a Neighbourhood Plan for Kentish Town
During the 18th, 19th and 20th of January we’ll be out and about in Kentish Town
(Brecknock Road, Fortess Road, the south part of Kentish Town Road north of
the bridge and Cantelowes Gardens) talking to people to get a sense of what needs
to be done to improve the Forum Area
Contact: secretaryatktnf@yahoo.co.uk
Supported by The Prince’s Foundation for Building Community and the Department for Communities and Local Government

 Poster for the KTNF Neighbourhood Planning event and AGM
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ASSeT-MAPPING NeIGhBOuRhOOD PlAN WORKShOP
CReATIVe CITIzeNS WITh KTNF AND lOCAl COMMuNITY
21.02.13 at 7pm – the Grafton 20 Prince of Wales Road NW5 3lG
Transferred to Kentish Town Baths Meeting Room
Creative Citizens was a research project funded by
the Arts and humanities Research Council (AhRC)
and the engineering and Physical Sciences
Research Council (ePSRC) under the Connected
Communities and the Digital economy programmes
respectively. The project ran from June 2012 to
November 2014.
The research question was:
how does creative citizenship generate value for
communities within a changing media landscape and
how can this pursuit of value be intensified,
propagated and sustained?
The role of the RCA Helen Hamlyn Centre
for Design
The RCA helen hamlyn Centre for Design was
working with the Open university to explore the
potential for new media to engage more people in
community-led projects and generate value and
creative engagement. Social media and web tools
could offer new opportunities for community-led
projects, e.g., reaching an audience that is more
representative of the community. Currently there is
little research to show whether these technologies
actually help.
The RCA and the Ou each worked with 2-3
community-led design projects as Community
Partners to co-design and test new ideas for media
that could bring more value to their projects. These
were seen as ways to improve communication,
collaboration or creativity.
The role of Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum
as Community Partner
Creative Citizens worked with KTNF over the period
of a year beginning January 2013 and finishing
February 2014. Their work with community partners
(Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum being one)
aimed to answer the following research questions:
1) how can media generate creative engagement in
community-led design in a way which raises the
potential of creative citizenship?
2) What is the value (community assets) generated
from the use of new media in community-led design
and how can we capture it?
3) how can physical and digital media be used to
assist the development and sustainability of peer-topeer community led design support networks?
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Asset Mapping – mapping the project’s assets
e.g. networks and resources
Asset mapping is a way of visually representing an
individual’s or a community's assets and it was used
at the beginning and end of the year as a way of
understanding what value has been generated by
the use of new media in the project. Assets can be
anything from people, spaces, community services,
to cultural organisations. Various methods were used
to capture these assets depending on what KTNF
thought would work best for the Kentish Town
Neighbourhood Forum community. These included
individual interviews, on-line questionnaires and
group workshops.
The asset map was an important starting point for
the next stage, where co-design activities were
organised to develop ideas for physical and digital
media communications that were to be implemented.
Invitation to Asset Mapping Workshop 21 February
KTNF invited a selected group of about 20 people to
a two hour asset mapping workshop with Creative
Citizens/Royal College of Art on 21 February. The
people we invited all had specific skills, knowledge
and / or useful contacts:
Celia Goreham – helps to run local Conservation
Area Advisory Committee
Tom Allen – member of Transition Kentish Town
Sgt Peter Ryan – Neighbourhood Police Sergeant
Alan Morris – architect
Wendy Sinclair – owner of local restaurant
Angela Koch – professional facilitator for process
management advice and in-house training
Caroline hill – book designer and chair of Kentish
Town Neighbourhood Forum and KTRA
Alun Rhydderch – Collège Français Bilingue de
londres Trustee
hilary Barnes – knowledgeable about estates and
youth groups
Richard Burton – architect
Cathy Crawford – Chair of Trustees Kentish Town
Community Centre plus 16 year old user of service
plus a member of KTCC staff.
Abdi Kadir Ahmed – Senior Youth Worker, Somali
Youth Development Resource Centre plus young
users (possibly two) of the Centre
Wendy Munro – represents elders in KT
Jon March – Vicar of St luke’s, KT
Mary Clemmy – international literary agent

 One of the asset mapping exercises carried out by the Kentish Town community at the Creative Citizens Workshop
on 21 February 2013
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Mou BeTWeeN KTNF AND NORTh CAMDeN NeIGhBOuRhOOD FORuM
Signed 27.03.2013 and revised boundary agreed.
KeNTISh TOWN NeIGhBOuRhOOD AReA AND KeNTISh TOWN
NeIGhBOuRhOOD FORuM OFFICIAllY DeSIGNATeD
at an l. B. Camden Cabinet Meeting on 10.04.2013
On 27 March 2013 an Mou was signed between
KTNF and North Camden Neighbourhood Forum to
agree “the short-term issue of boundary overlap”. For
a copy of the Mou see Appendix 11. To date NCTNF’s
boundary has not been applied for or designated.

Following the signing of the Mou, on 10 April
2012, Kentish Town Neighbourhood Area and
Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum were officially
designated at an l. B. Camden Cabinet Meeting. For
details of the designations see Appendix 12.

IDeAS eVeNING
CReATIVe CITIzeNS WITh KTNF AND COMMuNITY
Kentish Town health Centre 23.04.2013
Creative Citizens and KTNF ran an Ideas evening
for around 20 people on 23 April 2013 from 7.00 –
8:30pm at the Kentish Town health Centre,
2 Bartholomew Road. There were short activities
planned, food and drink, a raffle prize and a chance
to meet other Kentish Towners.
The evening was for people who were familiar
with Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum and, more
importantly, for those who knew very little about it.
each attendee from Kentish Town
Neighbourhood Forum Committee brought one or
two guests who were not familiar with KTNF or the
Neighbourhood Plan. We invited people new to
KTNF because we wanted to know more about their
experiences of living in Kentish Town – what they
like about their area; what they want to change or
keep the same; when and where they find out about
local news.
During the evening mini challenges were set to see
how KTNF could appeal to different people in Kentish
Town. We were also brainstormed for ideas about
how to engage new people using online media.
One exercise was a ‘speed-dating activity’ in
which half the attendees moved round and half
stayed sitting to discuss ideas in a short space of
time. This time-pressured exercise encouraged ‘blue
sky’ ideas. lots of different views arose, sometimes
conflicting and it was not boring or repetitive.
Following the Ideas evening, there were a number
of meetings and email discussions involving
members of the KTNF committee and Creative
Citizens. What emerged was a list of eight ideas for
digital tools that could be developed to engage
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people in Kentish Town. The aim of this was to focus
in on the ideas / topics that were liked best, and to
rule others out. The next stage was to be concept
development before Creative Citizens got on with the
business of making things.
The lIST OF IDeAS:
1. Beer Mats Game
2. Street Champions
3. Online Neighbourhood Plan
4. local Online Forum
5. Kentish Town Street Viewer
6. Kentish Town City Dashboard
7. Social Media Community-Pro “how to” Guides
8. Treasure hunt
These ideas, some of which are illustrated on the
next two pages, were discussed by the KTNF
committee. We came down in favour of
Beer Mats – but stand alone ones
Street Champions
Online Neighbourhood Plan, combined with Kentish
Town Street Viewer
Treasure hunt, possibly combined with the
referendum.

 Beer Mats game and Street Champions – ideas developed by Creative Citizens for KTNF
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 Online Neighbourhood Forum and Treasure Hunt – ideas developed by Creative Citizens for KTNF
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 KTNF Newsletter sent out June 2013 to all signed-up Forum members and posted on the website. The newsletter was also
displayed and handed out at the Alma Street Fair in June.
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SIx WORKING PARTIeS SeT uP TO WORK ON DRAFT POlICY AReAS
June 2013 – January 2014
At the end of April 2013 the KTNF Committee met to
discuss the setting up of six working parties to push
forward the development of policies in the
Neighbourhood Plan.

• Minimum room sizes
• Density
• Design/energy efficient
• Ownership

The following are the six working parties we decided
on. As time went on definitions for each group were
amended and refined:

4. Getting Around
Including:
• Improvements linked to any new developments
• Access issues

1. Working & Shopping
Including:
• Re-development of existing employment space
• Appropriate mix of work space
• Affordability of shops and premises
• Change of use policies in retail areas outside the
Town Centre
2. Planning & Design
Including:
• Design policy
• heritage – what we want to preserve, character,
listing
• Conservation areas/boundaries – impact of
development
• height of development of new buildings
• Basements
• Gardens
3. Housing
Including:
• Type – hMOs, students, sheltered, disabled,
keyworker
• New build
• Conversion policy
• Affordable housing/percentages
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KTNF STAll AT AlMA STReeT FAIR 23.06.2013
KTNF ran a stall at Alma Street Fair on 23 June
2013. The stall looked different this year. The
weather forecast was quite threatening so it was
necessary to buy a small marquee. We ordered a
large Kentish Town Neighbourhood banner and we
displayed photographs of possible Assets of

Community Value. On the stall we gave away the
KTNF June newsletters and we talked to many
people who expressed an interest in the Forum. We
had forms for people to sign if they wanted to join up
as signed-up members of the KTNF Forum. We were
very pleased when 60 people joined the mailing list.

5. Green & Open Space
Including:
• Protect and enhance existing green and public
spaces
• Trees/flower beds
• Wildlife/biodiversity
6 Community, Social & Culture
Including:
• Preserving and enhancing existing community,
social and cultural facilities
• Pubs protection
• Improved signage
We decided to involve people in the wider
community by emailing the larger signed-up Forum
group (now numbering nearly 300) and the group of
Forum Advisors, inviting them to join the working
parties.
The working parties, consisting of between four
and twelve people, began meeting in June 2013,
and thereafter every one or two months for eight
months. Members of the groups included local
residents, local business people, KTNF committee
members and Forum Advisors.

 KTNF’s stall at Alma Street Fair 23 June 2013
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NeIGhBOuRhOOD PlANNING INTeRNAl WORKShOP
for KTNF advisors and committee at Kentish Town Community Centre 19.10.2013

To further develop the Neighbourhood Plan, KTNF
ran a workshop on 19 October 2013. The workshop
invitations were limited to KTNF committee members
and Forum Advisors. We placed information tables
around the room for the six working parties so that

we could all see what each working party had been
working on in the preceding months. A spokesman
from each group then led a discussion for each
working party. Afterwards attendees moved around
the room to discuss policies in more depth.

CONSULTATIONS 2013-2015
KTNF NeIGhBOuRhOOD PlAN exhIBITION AND PuBlIC MeeTING
St Benet’s Church, lupton Street 07.12.2013
From September 2013 the KTNF Committee was
planning for our big exhibition and public meeting in
December. We designed and organised printing of
10,000 leaflets and posters. We sent out emails
asking for help and 46 local people offered to deliver
the leaflets to every home and business in the KT
Forum Area. A team of people put up posters in shop
windows and local houses. We were lent seven large
stands to display our six draft policy areas. The
seventh was for Creative Citizens to show their ideas.
The leafleting was a big undertaking but we were
determined to do it because we wanted to spread the
word about KTNF now, so no-one could say they had
never heard about us. We started delivering leaflets
3-4 weeks before the the exhibition and public
meeting.
On 7 December we set up from 10am-12noon.
The exhibition opened at 1pm. At 4pm there would
be a Q&A session.
130 people attended the event. 107 lived in the
area; 36 worked in the area (some of these also lived

KTNF
KENTISH TOWN

 Some of the attendees listening to a presentation at the 19 October 2013 internal workshop.

here). In addition there were eight children. As
people came in they were asked to place stickers on
a big map of the area – green for living in the area;
red for working in the area (see overleaf).
each draft policy stand was manned by members
of the relevant working party. There were feedback
sheets on each stand and working party members
helped visitors by answering questions while they
were filling in the feedback sheets.
everybody was enormously interested and engaged
in the event. We have tabulated all the feedback
responses which can be seen in Appendix 13.
The Q&A session was a great success. A team of
five replied to questions: Caroline hill, John
Nicholson, David Prout, Biljana Savic; Amy TylerJones. A spot list of questions and answers was
written by a KTNF Committee member. It can be
seen in Appendix 13.
Following this event many of the draft policies
presented to the meeting were amended, some
altered considerably, and a few dropped.
 Front and back of A5 information leaflets delivered to every
home and business in the Kentish Town Forum Area. The poster
was the same as the front of the leaflets but A4 size.

YOUR

KENTISH TOWN

YOUR

NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN

PUBLIC MEETING
EXHIBITION and Q&A
Saturday 7 December 2013
1.00-5.00pm. Q&A at 4.00pm
St Benet’s Church
Lupton Street, NW5 2HY (see map overleaf)
REFRESHMENTS – MINCE PIES!
Come and see what it’s all about – we would
like to hear what you think!

• Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum (KTNF) includes all of Kentish Town
ward and much of Cantelowes ward.
• KTNF represents everyone who lives or works in the area.
• KTNF is not affilated to any Political or religious group and it is independent
of Camden Council.
• KTNF is drawing up a Neighbourhood Plan. This will include policies for
areas of possible development and community amenities for Kentish Town.
Next year there will be a Referendum about the Plan for everyone in the
KTNF area to vote on.
• That’s why you should come along to St Benet’s on 7 December to see our
suggestions for what could be in the Plan and to give us your opinion.
• KTNF has nearly 300 members and is run by a Committee of 15, voted for
annually at the AGM in January. There is also an Advisors’ Group of 15.
• You can join
KTNF and the
mailing list by
emailing:
secretaryatktnf
@yahoo.co.uk
The website is:
www.ktnf.org

• Or you can sign
up on Saturday
7 December
at the Public
Meeting.

From Kentish Town
station turn right into
Leighton Road, then
take the first left into
Leverton Street.
Continue to the
junction with
Ospringe Road;
St Benet’s is on the
right on the corner
of Lupton Street.

 KTNF committee members and advisors discussing policy details in groups at the workshop on 19 October 2013.
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 The Housing display board

 Local people gather on 7 December to discuss the Neighbourhood Plan and to have something to eat and drink

 Living / working map of attendees at the KTNF
Neighbourhood Plan Exhibition and Public Meeting 7 December
2013. Green for living in the area; red for working in the area.

 The Working & Shopping display board

 The Community, Social and Culture stand

 The Green & Open Spaces display board

 The Getting Around display board

 The Creative Citizens display board

 Attendees filling in feedback sheets

 The Planning & Design stand
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KTNF ANNuAl GeNeRAl MeeTING AND PuBlIC MeeTING 23.01.2014
Kentish Town Community Centre, 17 Busby Place

 Discussions about planning issues

 Considering the Online Neighbourhood Plan

 Attendees filling in feedback sheets

 Discussions about planning issues

KTNF held its third Annual General Meeting on 23
January 2014 at Kentish Town Community Centre.
About 60 people attended.
Caroline hill gave a brief outline of the highlights
of KTNF’s year. This was followed by the election of
the new committee
The floor voted in the new committee. Two
members of the committee stood down: Mary Cane
and Tom Tabori. All the other members of the present
committee stood again and were re-elected: hilary
Barnes, Celia Goreham, Caroline hill, henry
herzberg, Derek Jarman, David Jockelson, Jon
March, John Nicholson, lindsey Purchall, Paul
Seviour and Neerja Vashista. Two new members
were elected: liz Sheridan and Patrick Bankhead.
At the next committee meeting the following
officers were elected by the committee unanimously:
Chair: Caroline hill
Deputy Chair: henry herzberg
Treasurer: Paul Seviour
Secretary: John Nicholson
Our AGM speaker this year was Bill Price, a
Director of WSP. The company is a global firm
specializing in transport, property and environmental
services. Bill is a structural engineer who was
heavily involved with the design and construction of
The Shard for the last 10 years. More recently he
has been working with a range of developers and
the transport bodies in london regarding overbuild
opportunities. Bill had very generously agreed to
give up his time to talk to us about decking
(overbuilding, rafting) over railway lines. This
followed a meeting between Bill and Caroline hill at
WSP in November 2013.
Bill gave us a very informative talk with slides
showing examples of overbuilding on railway lines.
he summarized by saying that overbuilding the
railway lines from Gospel Oak to Camden Road may
be difficult but not impossible. At the present time it
would be very expensive but, as land values rise, it
may become more viable. he advised that we should
include a policy in our Plan outlining what we would
like to see in a development so that if, in the future, a
developer comes along with proposals, some
guidelines would be laid out in our Plan. Bill

 The leaflet advertising KTNF’s Annual General Meeting 2014
was emailed to all 300 signed up members of the Forum.

maintained that developers will be looking at this
possibility in the not too distant future.
There followed a rather acrimonious Q&A with
challenging remarks and questions from the floor. Bill
handled these with equanimity.
At the next committee meeting, following Bill’s
technical explanation on the practicalities of decking
over the Midland Railway cutting, it was agreed that
the Neighbourhood Plan must include proposals for
decking over, in order to avoid the future possibility
that a developer may come forward with proposals to
do this and there be no control set down to govern
this eventuality.

 Attendees listen to and join in with the Question and Answer session on 7 December 2013
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CReATIVe CITIzeNS’ ONlINe INTeRACTIVe NeIGhBOuRhOOD PlAN:
live on the KTNF website from 24.03.2014
BeeRMATS DeSIGN AND DISTRIBuTION APRIl 2014
As a result of the Creative Citizens
Ideas Meetings and Workshops, and
after meetings between Creative
Citizens and KTNF working party
representatives, the concensus was that
the two ideas that would be worked on
were the Online Neighbourhood Plan
and Beermats.
From early 2014 the Online
Interactive Neighbourhood Plan
created by Creative Citizens and
Stickyworld with KTNF was live on the
KTNF website. The link to the Online
Plan is: http://ktnf.org/explore-onlineversion-neighbourhood-plan/
All the comments that were made in
2014 have been tabulated and can be
seen in Appendix 14. These
comments have been very useful in
the formation of the Neighbourhood
Plan. There was a follow-up meeting
with Creative Citizens on 03.07.15.
Creative Citizens worked out a plan
for the Online Neighbourhood Plan
after meetings with KTNF:
Proposed 4 ‘ROOMS’ for KTNF
(notes by Creative Citizens)
1. Ideas for site specific projects for
Kentish Town
2. Design principles for Kentish Town
3. Ideas for how to improve facilities in
Kentish Town
4. Neighbourhood Nodes: valued
places in Kentish Town
1. Ideas for site specific projects
for Kentish Town
What is this room for?
We have lots of ideas for site specific
proposals that we would like to
include in our nieghbourhood plan.
Question: Do you use these places?
Do you have ideas of how they could
be improved? Click on the map to find
out more about each one and leave
your feedback.
1.1 Frideswide Place.
Question: Frideswide Place is behind
Kentish Town station, just off Islip St.
It is owned by the council and one day
will be developed. What would you
like to see here? Which of these other
Mews would you prefer Frideswide
Place to look like? What scale do you
think the development should be? 2
storeys? 3 storeys? 5 storeys?
Images: Photograph(s) of how it is
now, and photos of ‘Camden Mews’

36

elsewhere as a comparison. SP2
(Design proposal)
1.2 Kentish Town Square
Question: What would you like to see
in Kentish Town Square?
Images: Photo of the canopy area as
it is now. Photo of sketch done by
Prince’s Foundation of what it might
be. (Design proposal)
1.3. Protecting shops in Fortess Road
and west side of Brecknock Road
Question: Do you use the shops on
Fortess Road and west side of
Brecknock Road? There is a risk that
they could become non-retail, e.g.
betting shops or estate agents. Do you
think that the shops in Fortess Road
and the west side of Brecknock Road
needs help? And if so, how?
Image: Map of Fortess Road and
west side of Brecknock Road where
shops are currently. Probably with the
areas highlighted using hotspot.
(Shopping & Working proposal)
1.4. Camden Community Law
Centre (2 Prince of Wales Road)
Question: This magnificent building has
potential for lots of uses in the future
(e.g. theatre). What would you like to see
it become? What groups do you think
could use it? Would you like to see
additional use as: a. housing? b. Offices?
Images: Photos of the building at
present, including close-up of turret.
(Shopping & Working proposal)
1.5. Kentish Town Industrial Area
Intro: Our proposal for the future of
the Regis Road site and Murphy site,
if they are ever to be redeveloped, is
mixed use development – housing
and industry / business.
Questions:
i) Regis Road: Do you agree that the
same amount of workshops and
industrial use should be retained
today at ground level with affordable
housing above? ii) Murphy Site: Do
you agree that this should be a mixed
development incorporating residential
and industrial use with a degree of
landscaping? iii) What do you think
about greater/better access from
Arctic Road into the Regis Road site?
If this was opened for cycling and
pedestrians would you use it?
Images: Map of Regis Road Industrial
Area (south of railway) and Murphy’s
Site (north of railway), with hotspot
outlined. Alternatively, aerial photos of

the sites. Show adjacent area to west in
Dartmouth Park NF, indicating that this is
outside of KTNF area, but still affected
by proposals. highlight on the map Arctic
street to Regis Road site and holmes
Road to Regis Road site and add photos
(Shopping & Working proposal).
1.6. Greening of Kentish Town
Thameslink Station platforms
Question: We are keen to encourage
the greening of Kentish Town Station.
Would you be happy to see the
disused large planters on Kentish
Town Station platforms re-established
with planting (after the contaminated
soil has been replaced)? Can you
think of other areas that could benefit
from similar planting?
Image / Map (TBC): use the ‘Green
spaces’ KTNF map showing the line
of planters. We require a photo similar
to the one of Kilburn underground
station platform re-planted by
Transition Kensal to Kilburn: see
http://ttkensaltokilburn.ning.com/photo
/img-4056?xg_source=activity) (Green
& Open Spaces proposal).
1.7. Green Gateways on Kentish
Town Road junctions
We have a proposal to enhance the
junctions at Islip Street, Caversham
Road, Gaisford Street and Patshull
Road with additional trees, planting,
seating and bicycle parking to provide
breathing spaces for people shopping
and working on Kentish Town Road.
Space could be increased by closing
one or two parking bays at each road
end and providing business parking
further along the roads.
Question: how would you use these
green gateways? Is it worth closing one
or two parking bays to create these new
garden areas close to Kentish Town
Road? Can you think of other areas that
could benefit from a similar scheme?
Image: Gaisford Street rendering to
illustrate a proposed green/open space
(Green Spaces proposal).
1.8. Creating a community space in
Lupton Street
Question: We are considering how the
space by the school on lupton Street
might be enhanced by removing the
bollards and adding green elements.
What suggestions do you have for
enhancing the road? Are there other
roads/spaces in Kentish Town that could
also benefit from a similar scheme?

Image: Photo of lupton Street.
(Green Spaces proposal).
1.9. Kelly Street
Question: Where Kelly Street meets
Prince of Wales Road there is an
existing public seat in an unusual
circular form, with one mature and one
new tree. We propose to enhance this
space with raised beds and further
seating and potentially closing some of
the parking spaces to develop the area.
Would you use this seating area?
Would you support reducing the parking
spaces to increase the size of the area?
Image: Kelly Street with circular bench
(Green Spaces proposal).
1.10. Ingestre Road / Churchill
Road Footbridge
It’s inaccessible and unsafe at night etc.
Question: have you any ideas of how
it could be made more accessible?
Image: Pictures of footbridge (Getting
Around proposal).
1.11. Decking over the railway lines
from Gospel Oak over the Industrial
estate to highgate Road and from
Kentish Town Station to Camden
Road – housing and green route
Question: What do you think of the
idea of decking over these railway lines
with housing and a green route above?
Images: Photographs of current site,
maps, with open invitation to comment
(Design proposal).
2. Design principles for Kentish Town
What is this room for?
The historic and architectural character
of Kentish Town is much loved by local
residents. But the Neighbourhood
Forum also wants to encourage new
development where appropriate. It is
important that any development is
accepted and welcomed by local people
and is inclusive of the needs of local
people. That acceptability will to a large
extent be determined by the design of
new development and extensions and
modifications to existing buildings.
Question: how do you want Kentish
Town to develop in the future and what
do you think the priorities should be?
Do you know any spaces that have
potential for future development? Click
on the picture to let us know your
thoughts and feedback.
2.1. Favourite Building?
Question: Do you have a favourite
building outside the Conservation
Areas (purple areas on the map) that
you’d like to see protected? Please
mark it on the map and leave a
comment about why it interests you.
Image: Map (Design proposal)
2.2. Small and infill sites
Question: This site is big enough for

a house or more than one house – do
you know anywhere similar? Please
mark it on the map and comment.
Images: example of a derelict infill site
and Jon’s photo of the garage (SP5)
(Design proposal)
2.3. Shop windows in Kentish Town
Question: Where do you think there
are ‘ugly’ shopfronts, ones that you
feel could be more attractive or shops
obscured by advertisements so you
can’t see inside. Please mark them on
the map and leave a comment on how
you think these could be improved?
Images: photos of shop with its window
obscured by advertisements so you can’t
see inside, show a few examples, Tesco
paired with Blustons and others
suggested. D1 (Design proposal).
2.4. Modern building design.
Question: Which of these two buildings
do you prefer, the modern one or the
more traditional one? KTNF would like to
encourage modern design where
appropriate and in particular where
immediate neighbours support it. KTNF
supports high quality modern design.
Modern design will therefore be
welcome where: a) the height and
massing of the new development or
extension is in keeping with the
surrounding area; b) the design is of the
highest architectural quality.
Images: Photographs of pair(s) of
buildings showing ‘modern’ style and
others. Kent Cafe opposite Isip Street
School; above McDonalds opposite one
of the others. (D2) (Design proposal).
2.5. Retaining offices.
Question: Government policy means
that lots of offices are being converted
into houses, and not being replaced.
We think that Kentish Town needs a mix
of offices of different sizes—providing
employment for both local people and
those from further afield. Do you want
offices of a mix of sizes to be retained,
and not all converted to housing in
Kentish Town?
Image: Photograph of linton house
as example (offices at risk) (Shopping
& Working proposal).
2.6. Priorities for housing.
There is a limited amount of land
available in Kentish town. If any does
come available, which type of housing
do you think we should prioritise?
Affordable housing, elders
accommodation, key workers, student
or rented accommodation?
Image: Photo of fire station, section
house police station. Add illustration
above fire station. (housing proposal)
3. Ideas for how to improve
facilities in Kentish Town

What is this room for?
We want to improve Kentish Town for
all sections of the community but
particularly the young, the less well off
and many older and disabled groups.
We want to make it easier to get
around the area, increase
accessibility to facilities and reduce
pollution. Please take a look at the
ideas we have here and leave your
own comments or ideas. Thank you.
3.1 Bicycle scheme
Question: If the bicycle scheme were
to be extended were would be a good
place to put them? Please mark on the
map places you think these should go.
1: Outside old Pizza express, 187
Kentish Town Road. 2: Frideswide Place.
3: Prince of Wales Road Swimming
Baths.4: Kentish Town West Station
Image: Picture of the bicycles and map
(Getting around proposal)
3.2. Out of hours use of school
facilities.
Question: Would you use school
facilities out of hours if they were
available to you (e.g. meeting spaces,
sports facilities, playground)?
Image: Illustration of people in a
meeting space, kids in a playground
(Community & Culture proposal)
3.3. Public Toilets
Question: Do you think there should be
accessible public toilets? Mark on the
map where you think these could go.
Image: Map, anything else?
(Community & Culture proposal)
4. Neighbourhood Nodes: valued
places in Kentish Town
Landing page: Picture / illustration with
the two following headings which will
also act as links to the following sections.
4.1. Convenience stores
Question: What’s your favourite local
corner shop or convenience store?
Why? Mark it on the map, and let us
know it’s name and address?
Do you think these shops should be
protected and, if so, why?
Images: Caroline’s photos of corner
shops as examples—maybe using
camera icons on the map (Shopping
& Working proposal) (SP9)
4.2 Outdoor social spaces
Question: What outdoor spaces do you
(or your neighbours) use as impromptu
meeting spaces? Why are these places
important? What could make them
better? Can you mark on the map the
places where you regularly bump into
neighbours and stop for a chat (or have
noticed that others do)?
Image: picture of bench, photo of
space with illustration of bench
(Community & Culture proposal)
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BEERMATS
The beermats were created by Abbie Vikress at the
Royal College of Art, briefed by Creative Citizens.
Abbie produced some wonderful designs and we
settled on a set of beermats which really reflected
the atmosphere of Kentish Town.
Abbie also designed a terrific poster which was

displayed in pubs and cafés.
The idea was that people would be encouraged to
go onto the KTNF website and look at the Online
Neighbourhood Plan.
The beermats were printed by Creative Citizens
and then members of the KTNF Committee
distributed them to local pubs and cafés.

CONSULTATIONS 2013-2015
MeeTING WITh PAul BROSNAhAN, Director of the Murphy Group
AND ShANe McCARThY
estate Manager at Asphaltic Developments ltd, Regis Road 01.06.2014.
MeeTING AT MuRPhY’S YARD WITh PAul BROSNAhAN
Members of DPNF also present 06.09.2014
Meetings have taken place to discuss future plans
for the Industry Area. On 1 June we met with Paul
Brosnahan, Director of the Murphy Group, and
Shane McCarthy who manages the Regis Road
estate. We discussed the possible opening up of the

Arctic Road entrance to the Regis estate, the View
Policy in the Neighbourhood Plan and the Police
Station car park.
On 6 September members of KTNF and DPNF
were taken on a tour of Murphy’s Yard.

KTNF eNGAGeMeNT WITh ChIlDReN AT eleANOR PAlMeR
PRIMARY SChOOl August 2014
In August 2014 two members of KTNF collaborated
in a project with a Year 6 (10-11 year olds) class at
eleanor Palmer Primary School, led by their form
teacher. The project was to design a lesson on how
citizens can make a difference to their local area.
There was a second session when the class
conducted a role play as Councillors and debated
the relative priorities of six community ideas in the
context of a limited budget.

 Four front and back designs for the KTNF beermats

The children also contributed a number of
comments to the Online Neighbourhood Plan on the
KTNF website, as can be seen in Appendix 14. The
school reported that the students gained a great deal
of enjoyment from the sessions and learned much
about town planning issues, the design of shop
fronts, and the provision of facilities in the local area.
KTNF would like to extend the collaboration to
other schools in the area.

 The KTNF beermats on a pub table

 Eleanor Palmer students discussing how citizens can make a difference in their
local area.

 The KTNF beermats poster
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 The KTNF beermats poster in a pub window
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KTNF
KENTISH TOWN

NEWSLETTER

DECEMBER 2014

HOW WE ARE GETTING ON WITH THE KTNF NEIGHBOURHOOD
DEVELOPMENT PLAN
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We have been working hard all year on the Kentish Town Neighbourhood
Development Plan. Only the Policy part of the Plan will be examined later by an
Inspector and only the policies will be voted on, eventually, in a “Yes/No”
Referendum. So we started with drawing up policies. This is difficult and quite
specialist work and we have been helped by advisors from Planning Aid England
and independent advisors whom we have employed with our grant money (see
Funding box overleaf).
Initially our policies included lots of wonderful ideas, some of them a little
unattainable. But the policies, once passed, will become part of Camden’s planning strategy. For this reason our
policies have to be viable and achievable within the lifetime of the Plan (15 years) and they must accord with the
strategic policies set out in Camden’s Local Plan, in the London Plan and in National Plans.
When our policies are closer to finalisation we will publicise them. The Draft Kentish Town Neighbourhood
Development Plan will specifically consider policies in the following areas: Shopping & Working; Design; Housing;
Getting Around; Green & Open Spaces; Community & Culture; Site Proposals.
Camden has assessed a basic Draft KTNF Plan and has confirmed that an Strategic Environmental Assessment
(SEA) is required. Therefore we are employing URS Infrastructure and Development to carry out a SEA of the Kentish
Town Neighbourhood Development Plan policies (see box below for explanation of SEA).
The second part of the Plan considers Projects. These are aspirations for the KTNF Area. They will not be
examined by the Inspector, they will not be voted on in the Referendum and they will not become part of Camden’s
planning strategy. However, Camden will take note of them as they represent many of the wishes expressed by people
in local engagements. Some of these projects may also become policies at a later date. The lifetime of this Plan is 15
years but it can be reviewed after 5 years, offering an opportunity to bring forward new policies should this be
considered necessary.

WHAT IS A STRATEGIC
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (SEA)?
A Strategic Environmental Assessment is required for
plans and programmes that are determined likely to have
significant environmental effects. A Strategic Environmental
Assessment may be required, for example, where:
• the Neighbourhood Development Plan allocates sites
for development
• the Neighbourhood Area contains sensitive natural or
heritage assets that may be affected by the proposals in
the plan
• the Neighbourhood Development Plan may have
significant environmental effects that have not already
been considered and dealt with through a sustainability
appraisal of Camden’s Local Plan.
One of the basic conditions for a Neighbourhood
Development Plan, tested at examination by an
independent examiner, is whether the plan is compatible
with European Union obligations, which include the
Strategic Environmental Assessment Directive.

FINDING OUT FROM LOCAL PEOPLE ABOUT
WHAT YOU WANT IN YOUR AREA part 1
• In the last year we engaged with local schools and
worked with students and teachers at Eleanor Palmer
Primary School
on what the
children would
like to see in the
Neighbourhood
Plan. They came
up with lots of
good ideas and
added them to
the Online
Neighbourhood
Plan.
Above and left:
Students at Eleanor
Palmer Primary
School working on
ideas for the KTNF
Neighbourhood Plan.

Top: KTNF community public consultation 7 December 2013

 First page of the December 2014 KTNF Newsletter emailed out to all 300 signed-up Forum members and posted on website
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 Second page of the December 2014 KTNF Newsletter emailed out to all 300 signed-up Forum members and posted on website
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KTNF ANNuAl GeNeRAl MeeTING AND PuBlIC MeeTING
Kentish Town Community Centre, 17 Busby Place 29.01.2015
KTNF held its fourth Annual General Meeting on 29
January 2015 at Kentish Town Community Centre.
About 35 people attended.
Neerja Vashista and John Nicholson stood down
from the Committee. The following members of the
Committee stood for re-election:
Patrick Bankhead, hilary Barnes, Celia Goreham, Ian
Grant, henry herzberg, Caroline hill, Derek Jarman,
David Jockelson, Wendy Munro, lindsey Purchall,
Paul Seviour, liz Sheridan. They were proposed by
Robert livock and seconded by Debbie hyams.
Two new Committee members put themselves
forward for the Committee: Robert livock (proposed
by Paul Seviour and seconded by liz Sheridan) and
Roger Wingfield (proposed by henry herzberg and
seconded by Jill Walt). Robert livock and Roger
Wingfield were duly elected onto the committee.
At the next committee meeting the following officers
were re-elected by the committee unanimously:
Chair: Caroline hill
Deputy Chair: henry herzberg
Treasurer: Paul Seviour
Secretary: Patrick Bankhead (who had been elected
as Secretary by the committee on 1 May 2014 after
John Nicholson had stood down).
A full presentation of the progress of the
Neighbourhood Plan by Caroline hill was followed by
a Q&A session (Ch: Caroline hill; PS: Paul Seviour):
Q: Should the Plan include 20th Century Society as
a group to be consulted?
A: There would be a degree of protection already
provided to significant 20th Century buildings via the
Local List (CH). There will be an opportunity for other
significant buildings, which have not thus far been
identified, to be nominated via the consultation
process (PS).
Q: Should the Plan state support for retention of
existing Conservation Areas?
A: We will look into this
Q: Sandall Road should not be referred to as a ratrun problem (but Anglers lane should)?
A: This policy has always trodden a ‘fine line’ but had
received backing. It was agreed to omit Sandall
Road from this policy (CH).
Q: Where did the idea of rafting over the railway
tracks come from?
A: Idea came from Network Rail initiatives to unlock
value from their land holdings (CH).
Q: Where does Community Infrastructure levy (CIl)
money go?
A: CIL is taking over from Section 106 Agreements as
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the principal ‘development tax’, and would amount to
c.£500 / square meter of new development. 25% of
the CIL money would be spent in the immediate local
area if there is a Neighbourhood Plan in place (PS).
Q: how are infrastructure needs such as health and
education buildings being determined as and when
the population expands?
A: There is no policy, which restricts development
given the 100,000 extra people coming to London
per year. The onus is on Camden / Local Authorities
to provide services that match the population needs
(CH).
Q: What and where is the area of Secondary
shopping frontage?
A: The southern branch of the Secondary Frontage
of Kentish Town Road runs south from Prince of
Wales Road on the west side and from Bartholomew
Road on the east side. The northern branch runs
north from Regis Road on the west side and from 10
Fortess Road on the east side (CH).
Q: how would the Plan protect against the recent
‘rash’ of new estate agents?
A: KTNF can’t protect against estate agents unless
there is an application in a 75% retail area, and local
groups can object to that, it’s not necessary for the
Forum to object (CH).
Q: how would the Plan protect against applications
such as Foxton’s proposals for Aunty Annie’s pub?
A: Policy for protection of pubs could be used (PS).
Q: how can the Plan provide more protection for
area of Primary shopping frontage?
A: The Primary or Core shopping frontage is already
protected by Camden guidelines that say they will
usually refuse applications where a frontage would
fall below 75% retail (CH).
Q: Can the Plan be re-worded to explain what has
been left out of the Plan and why?
A: Useful comments from David Goreham, who was
asked to put these down as a memorandum.
Q: Can the Plan include a definition of terms;
acronyms; planning jargon?
A: Yes (CH).
Q: have KTNF looked at other Neighbourhood Plans?
A: Yes (CH).
Q: What is the area of the Forum?
A: PS explained this via the map.
Q: Should ‘permeability’ of the industrial areas be
included as a policy in its own right, and should the
opening of Arctic Street gate entry into the industrial
estate also be highlighted?
A: Yes (CH).
Q: In the event of any development in the industrial

 Presentation at Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum’s Annula General Meeting 29 January 2015

area, an additional health Centre may be necessary,
and the transport implications (extra traffic in Kentish
Town) should also be mentioned?
A: Yes (CH)
Q: Will the Plan be a waste of time if the referendum
fails?
A: It is important that the community is encouraged
by all present to participate in the referendum (PS).
Q: how are people notified about Planning
Applications – Spanish Nursery was not aware of

little Green Street proposals?
A: Councillor Jenny Headlam-Wells said she would
look into this.
Q: Can the Plan keep wording simple so that people
reading it can understand the issues?
A: Yes (PS).
Q: Does the KTNF disappear after the referendum?
A: The Forum will continue in some capacity to
interpret policy and perhaps have a wider role, yet to
be defined (CH).

MeeTING WITh PAul BROSNAhAN, Director of Murphy Group,
J.P. MuRPhY, Solicitor and members of the KTNF committee 16.02.2015.
MeeTING WITh PAul BROSNAhAN
and members of the KTNF committee 20.10.15
Talks continued throughout 2015 between Paul
Brosnahan, Director of the Murphy Group, and the
Kentish Town Neighbourhood Committee regarding
possible future plans for the section of the Murphy

land relating to KTNF. Subjects for discussion
included practicability of a linkage between Regis
Road Site and Murphy Site, and KTNF’s View
Policy D1.
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The STATuTORY CONSulTATION STAGe IN ACCORDANCe WITh
ReGulATION 14 from 16.03.2015 to 27.04.2015

 Notice placed in the Camden
New Journal advertising the KTNP
Statutory Consultation

DO YOU LIVE OR WORK IN KENTISH TOWN?
• Do you care about what shops we have;
the loss of pubs; the lack of affordable housing;
no lifts at our railway stations?
• If you do, NOW is YOUR chance to have your say. The
draft Kentish Town Neighbourhood Plan is full of ideas
from, and written by, local people, not Camden Council.
• The draft Plan can be seen on the website: www.ktnf.org
A “Frequently Asked Questions and Answers” is also
available on the website.
• You have from NOW until Monday 27 April to send in
your comments: website www.ktnf.org
or email secretaryatktnf@yahoo.co.uk
• You can also see hard copies of the Plan and leave
written comments NOW (and not later than
Monday 27 April) at Kentish Town Library; at Kentish
Town Community Centre, Busby Place or at the Somali
Youth Centre, Dowdney Close.
• Later in the summer, people who live in the Kentish
Town Plan Area will be able to cast a vote at a special
referendum to say whether they want the Plan to be
used to decide the way Kentish Town develops in the
next fifteen years.
Ke ntis h Town Ne ig hbour hood Forum

The Statutory Consultation Stage, Reg 14, of the
Kentish Town Neighbourhood Plan ran from 16
March to 27 April 2015. Four weeks before the start
of the consultation every home and business in the
entire neighbourhood area was leafleted; posters
were put up; copies of the Plan were printed and
placed in Kentish Town library, Kentish Town
Community Centre and in the Somali Youth Centre.
A suggestion box was placed in each centre with the
Plans, and suggestion leaflets for people to fill in.
The Plan was published on the KTNF website. A
Press release was sent to Camden New Journal and
the ham & high newspaper and an advertisment
was placed in the Camden New Journal. Notification
emails were sent to all statutory bodies and local
organisations (for list, see Appendix 15).
94 comments were received during the consultation
(for the full list of comments, see Appendix 15).

KTNF
THE
KENTISH TOWN

KENTISH TO WN
D RA FT N EIG H BO UR H OO D PLA N
HAS ARRIVED !
WE WANT TO HEAR YOU R VIEWS –
YOU CAN MAKE A REAL DIFFERENCE TO THE
FUTURE OF KENTISH TOWN
• Do you care about what shops we have;
the loss of pubs; the lack of affordable housing;
no lifts at our railway stations?
• If you do, and you live or work in Kentish Town, NOW is
YOUR chance to have your say. The draft Kentish Town
Neighbourhood Plan is full of ideas from, and written by,
local people, not Camden Council.
• The draft Plan can be seen NOW on the website: www.ktnf.org
• You can also see hard copies of the Plan and leave written comments
NOW (and not later than Monday 27 April) at Kentish Town Library,
or at Kentish Town Community Centre, Busby Place
or at the Somali Youth Centre, Dowdney Close

 Press Release sent
to The Ham & High
and to the Camden
New Journal

KTNF
KENTISH TOWN

PRESS RELEASE FROM KENTISH TOWN NEIGHBOURHOOD FORUM
Kentish Town Draft Neighbourhood Plan released on Monday 16 March 2015
The draft Kentish Town Neighbourhood Plan was launched on Monday 16 March for a 6 week consultation with
everyone who lives or works in The Kentish Town Forum Area. The consultation ends on Monday 27 April 2015.
From 16 March see the Kentish Town Draft Neighbourhood Plan on our website: www.ktnf.org
See p.4 of the Plan for the Area of Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum
The draft Plan is the result of more than three years work carried out by local residents and businesses. This has
included public meetings, street engagements, workshops, exhibitions and the leafleting of every household in the
Area. The draft Plan is launched on Monday 16 March with an invitation to Kentish Towners to “Tell us what you
think about the draft Kentish Town Neighbourhood Plan”.
Caroline Hill, Chair of Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum, says, ‘This is an historic moment. It is the first time that
local people have been able to say how they would like to see Kentish Town developing in the future. The draft
Plan has been drawn up by volunteers, using ideas put forward by local people and businesses.
“Over the next six weeks, we are inviting as many people as possible who live or work in the Kentish Town Area
to read our plan and to let us know what they think.
You can leave comments about the draft Plan on the KTNF website: www.ktnf.org or by emailing
secretaryatktnf@yahoo.co.uk. You can have a look at a hard copy of the Plan and leave written comments in Kentish
Town Library; in Kentish Town Community Centre, Busby Place or in the Somali Youth Centre, Dowdney Close.”
The draft Plan includes policies proposing:
• Pedestrian and cycle access through the Regis Road estate and opening up the link from Arctic Street;
• A new “Town Square” centred around the canopy area next to Kentish Town Station;
• Mixed use development in the Industrial Area (the Regis Road Estate and Murphy’s Yard) to provide new housing,
including much needed affordable housing, and employment and light industry;
• Step free access to the platforms at Kentish Town Railway Station, Kentish Town Underground and Kentish Town
West Overground station;
• The shared use with the community of school facilities during non-teaching periods;
• Protection of the “View” to Parliament Hill from the canopy area next to Kentish Town Station;
• The listing of pubs in the KTNF Area as “Assets of Community Value”;

• You have from NOW until Monday 27 April to send in your comments to:
website www.ktnf.org or email secretaryatktnf@yahoo.co.uk

 The poster advertising the Statutory Consultation
 Front and back of the leaflet advertising the Statutory
Consultation and delivered to every household and business in
the KTNP Area.
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• The preservation and enhancement of green and open spaces including green spaces on Council estates.
After the six week consultation is over, on 27 April, the Forum will draw up a revised plan taking public comments
into account. The Plan will then go to an Independent Examiner and, if it complies with local and national planning
policies, the Council will organise a referendum when everyone on the electoral register in the Area will be able to
vote on whether they want the Plan policies to be adopted.
For further information contact:
Caroline Hill
email: chdesign@btinternet.com
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CONSulTATION MeeTING ATTeNDeD BY ChAIRS AND DePuTY ChAIRS
OF KTNF AND DPNF ReGARDING The INDuSTRY AReA AND VIeW
POlICIeS IN The KTNP 27.07.2015
In July a meeting was held between the KTNF chair
and deputy chair and the DPNF chair and deputy
chair to discuss policies of mutual interest in the
KTNP. It was agreed that the View Policy (D1) and
the Industry Area Policies (SP2 and SP2a) were
relevant to both parties. An agreement was reached

that the view of Parliament hill was equally important
to DPNF and that the community in Dartmouth Park
was generally positive about mixed use development
on the Murphy Site.
In October the chair of DPNF sent a letter to
KTNF confirming the outcome of the meeting.

 Letter from the Chair of DPNF to the Chair of KTNF 04 October 2015
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Appendix 1

INITIAL PUBLIC MEETING AND CONSULTATION
6 APRIL 2011
Attendees
Caroline Hill
55 Holmes Rd
Adam Leys
Alan Morris pOWRA
Brian evans
Conrad Ford
david Jockelson
david prout
elizabeth Woodeson
F.W. Thompson
Hil Barnes
inkerman Area Residents Association
Jenny Wright
John nicholson
John Woodcock
Jon Hall
Lesley Ross
Lindsey purchall
Liz Hill
Lucrecia Gramer
Margaret Humphrey
Michael port
Mary port
Mike newland
pierson Lippard
Rae Fether
Robert Livock
Rod Harper
Rosemary Lewin
Sarah Galashan
Sarah Hoyle
Sylvia Lynch

Minutes of a meeting on 6 April 2011 with Esther
Kurland of Urban Design London
esther explained that the issue was the
neighbourhood planning elements of the Localism
Bill. eric pickles launched the bill which will become
an act in the autumn with a six-month lead-in period
leading to a planning act next spring.
eric pickles is the Minister in the dCLG, the
department for Community and Local Government,
previously known as the department of the
environment
The bill is full of changes to other bills which
makes it hard to follow or read.
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One main purpose is to introduce neighbourhood
planning which seems to have been driven by a
somewhat romantic view of village parish councils
and the personal experience of some people in
government of these. The plan is to bring such a
community model into cities as well.
She explained that in current UK planning it is "a
plan led system" – ie if an application is in line with
the local plan and national policy then it should be
approved unless there are very good reasons.
She explained that there is a hierarchy of plans:
the national planning Framework, The London plan,
Camden's LdF, (Local development Framework)
and the idea is to introduce a new neighbourhood
plan beneath that which would be under the control
of a neighbourhood Forum.
This Forum would have power to make
neighbourhood development Orders which would
grant outline planning permission.
initially it was suggested that three individuals
could get together and declare themselves to be a
neighbourhood Forum. They could be people who
lived in the area or even who wanted to live in the
area or possibly have business interests in the area.
That has increased now to 20 people.
One rule is that there cannot be overlapping areas
and that means that if a street wished to become a
local forum and a larger area did, there would be a
conflict.
The Forum then drafts a neighbourhood plan.
There will then be a referendum which the council
will have to hold and if there is a 50% approval rate
of those who vote it will be adopted and will be part
of the statutory planning. planning applications
would then have to follow it.
Any plan drawn up needs to fit into the hierarchy
of policies mentioned above "General conformity"
There will be some control and there is to be an
independent inspection of plans. it is not clear who it
will be by.
She confirmed that the members of the Forum in
need have no qualification.
Businesses can produce neighbourhood plans so
Tesco's could effectively influence or take over local
planning and remove restrictions on development. Or
they could stand behind, sponsor or influence local
groups to do so.
This is being seen as an opportunity for developers
and the industry is looking very closely at this.
There is nothing so far about any constitution or
proper procedures. nor is there provision for
resources for the Forums although there is a budget
for the referendum.

There is no set size or shape of the plans. There
is a mechanism for siphoning off money for
community use and a "home’s bonus" to councils.
There was discussion about what size of area
should be the neighbourhood and the answer to that
seemed to be that they could be any size so long as
they do not overlap.
One model is that the local Forum gets together
and discuss targets – what people would like to
achieve although it is not clear how proactive the
forum can be.
Many questions were asked that did not have very
clear answers. A lot seemed extremely vague or left
to chance. The answer to many questions is that the
answers will be given at some stage in guidance
notes or circulars issued by the government later.
One plan is that the Use Classes Order will be
loosened up.
Her organisation, the UdL, offers training, courses
and debates on planning and local issues.
Other matters she told us about – are now taken
from the Briefing paper on their website:
http://www.urbandesignlondon.com/?p=5111
Community Right to Buy
Local authorities should maintain a list of private
assets of ‘community value’ then if this asset comes
up for disposal (freehold or long term leasehold) the
community should be given time to develop a bid
and raise capital to buy it. This may not crop up very

often, but when it does presumably it could be
important to local planning in terms of identifying and
potentially retaining local facilities and services.
General Power of Competence
The Bill proposes allowing local authorities to do
anything that is not specifically prohibited. As
mentioned above this could mean local planning
authorities think about taking on work in other
geographical areas, or offering new services more
along the lines of a consultant.
Predetermination
‘Councillors should be free to campaign, to express
views on issues and to vote on those matters,
without fear of being unjustly accused of having a
closed mind on a particular issue because of it’. The
Bill allows Councillors to campaign And vote on a
development issue. The Standards board would also
be abolished.
Pre – application consultation
The Bill aims to introduce a new requirement for
prospective developers to consult local communities
before submitting applications for very large
developments
There is quite an interesting briefing from a
developers perspective at:
http://www.cgms.co.uk/blogpage/decentralisation+an
d+Localism+Bill_159.html

Appendix 2
SECOND PUBLIC MEETING AND CONSULTATION
20 OCTOBER 2011
Minutes of Localism Meeting
Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum
Thursday 20 October 2011 7.00pm
Room 8, Greenwood Place Community Centre
NW5 1LB
Those attending
See Annex A for full list
Representatives from:
Kentish Town Road Action (KTRA)
Bartholomew Area Residents Association (BARA)
Bartholomew and Kentish Town Conservation Area
Advisory Committee (KT & Be CAAC)
prince of Wales Residents Association (pOWRA)
Leighton Road neighbourhood Association (LRnA)
inkerman Area Residents Association (iARA)
Cllr paul Braithwaite
Cllr Georgia Gould

Apologies
Brenda Gardner – Castle Road Residents
Association
Mark McCarthy – South Kentish Town Conservation
Area Advisory Committee
Rosemary Lewin – Kelly Street Residents
Association
Jake Morgan – Kentish Town Business Association
not present
pat Gibson – Highgate Road Residents Association
Judy Love – Hadley Street Residents Association
Caroline Hill (KTRA) opened the meeting and
welcomed all those attending this second meeting.
Thanks were given to Kentish Town Community
Centre for providing the venue for the meeting.
1. The Localism Bill and The national planning
policy Framework (nppF)
Caroline made a presentation to outline current
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understanding of the principles of localism, the
current timetable for the Localism Bill and the
potential differences of approach this has with the
draft national planning policy Framework.
Timetable
• Localism Bill: Report Stage House of Lords ended
17 Oct 2011.
• Third Reading 31 Oct 2011
• enactment of Bill end nov 2011 – early dec 2011
• Target date for Localism Bill to take effect is April
2012
• nppF consultation closed 17 Oct 2011.
• The Government has tabled a debate about nppF
for the 27th October.
• Final version end 2011 or early 2012
• Target date for nppF to take effect is April 2012 but
planning Minister Greg Clark hinted on October 13th
that there may be a second consultation after the
proposed final version is published (this may be
because of inconsistencies between nppF and the
Localism Bill)
Localism – neighbourhood Forums
Caroline has pre-registered ‘Kentish Town
neighbourhood Forum’ with Camden Council.
From the draft Bill
“The Localism Bill will devolve powers to councils and
neighbourhoods and aims to give local communities
more control over housing and planning decisions. it
includes measures to reform the planning system, the
provision of housing and a range of local authority
governance issues. The Bill will establish
neighbourhood plans and neighbourhood
development orders, by which it is intended that
communities will be able to influence council policies
and development in their neighbourhoods.”
A neighbourhood Forum
• Will consist of a minimum of 21 members made up
of local residents, local business people and ward
councillors drawn from different places in the
neighbourhood area.
• Must have a written constitution.
• The area of the Forum must not overlap with any
other Forum area.
• A neighbourhood Forum has to apply to the
Council to be designated.
• The designation ceases to have effect at the end
of a period of 5 years or if the neighbourhood Forum
is no longer meeting the conditions and criteria set
down by the Council.
This is a Lord’s Amendment tabled 17 October 2011
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“A neighbourhood Forum is established expressly
for the purpose of furthering the social, economic,
environmental and cultural well-being of individuals
living, or wanting to live, in an area that consists of or
includes the neighbourhood area concerned, and, if
it is appropriate to the nature of the area, promoting
the carrying on of trades, professions or other
businesses in such an area.”
Localism – neighbourhood plan (np)
• Any qualifying body is entitled to make an np.
• An np is a plan that sets out policies in relation to
development and use of land in a neighbourhood
Forum area.
• if the local planning authority says that an area
needs to grow, then communities cannot use
neighbourhood planning to block the building of new
homes and businesses. They can, however, use
neighbourhood planning to influence the type,
design, location and mix of new development.
• Only one np may be made for each
neighbourhood Forum area.
• An np must be assessed by an independent
examiner appointed by the Council. The np must
have regard to the policies in the national planning
policy Framework (see below) and be in general
conformity with the strategic policies in the Local
plan (see below).
• An np must then go for referendum (financed and
organized by the Council) to all those living in the
neighbourhood Forum area who are registered to
vote. if more than 50% of those voting are in favour
the Council must adopt the np as a statutory
planning document and bring it into force.
• in some special cases - where, for example, the
proposals put forward in a plan for one
neighbourhood have significant implications for other
people nearby - people from other neighbourhoods
may be allowed to vote too.
n. B. When Local plan is mentioned that means the
Council’s Local development Framework Core
Strategy. This is not to be confused with a
neighbourhood plan.
Localism – neighbourhood development Order
• The community can grant planning permission for
new buildings they want to see go ahead.
neighbourhood development Orders will allow new
homes and offices to be built without the developers
having to apply for separate planning permission.
• A neighbourhood development Order will grant
planning permission for development that complies
with the order. Where communities have made clear
that they want development of a particular type, it will
be easier for that development to go ahead.

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)
it has 7 main features:
1. Fewer rules about what can be built, where and
how
2. A presumption in favour of sustainable
development
3. The Local plan becomes even more important
4. Supports a growth agenda
5. introduces a duty to cooperate
6. Replaces targets for development with incentives
7. Supports neighbourhood planning and sets out
expectations on consultation with communities by
local authorities and developers.
‘A presumption in favour of sustainable development’
The presumption is that:
“… individuals and businesses have the right to build
homes and other local buildings provided that they
conform to national environmental, architectural,
economic and social standards, conform with the
local plan, and pay a tariff that compensates the
community for loss of amenity and costs of additional
infrastructure.”
The phrase ‘presumption in favour of sustainable
development’ does not feature in the draft Localism
Bill. However, sustainable development has always
been included in planning documents. The words
‘presumption’ and ‘in favour’ seem to be at odds with
the main intention of Localism and neighbourhood
plans: that local people can decide on a plan that
sets out policies in relation to development and use
of land in a neighbourhood Forum area and that a
neighbourhood Forum is established expressly for
the purpose of furthering the social, economic,
environmental and cultural well-being of individuals
living, or wanting to live, in an area, as i said before.
The nppF has to be approved by the House of
Commons only and many of those in the House of
Lords are understandably concerned about that.
When a final version of the nppF is published, it will
be a statutory document. This means that planning
authorities and developers must take notice of it and
both Local plans and planning decisions by Councils
can be challenged if they don’t adhere to it.
This is what was said in the House of Lords on 17
October 2011:
"it will take time for all local authorities, even those
with Core Strategies in place, to get Local plans
updated/adopted in light of the national planning
policy framework – allowance for this should be
included in the nppF and the Localism Bill to avoid
opportunistic and unplanned development coming
forward during the transition period against local
wishes, and to ensure development reflects locallydetermined priorities rather than national ones".
A discussion on the issues from the presentation

took place.
it was felt that a real effort needed to be made to
engage and work with local businesses even if
efforts to do so by individual local organisations had
not been successful in the past. Regis Road
industrial estate and Kentish Town Road Business
Association should be approached again. it was also
felt that new businesses could also be approached.
it was agreed that Tenants Associations also
needed to be engaged and Councillor paul
Braithwaite agreed to provide some contacts. Hilary
Barnes would provide a contact for Clarence Way
estate TA.
Consideration should also be given to inviting a
representative of Camden Council in respect of
Regis Road Re-cycling Centre. A question arose
about the future of this Centre and Councillor paul
Braithwaite would look into this (next full Council
meeting on 7 november 2011)
Other concerns raised included the age profile of
those represented on KTnF. Councillor Georgia
Gould recommended approaching Kentish Town
Youth Area Action Group.
Other groups suggested for possible involvement
included, Transition Kentish Town, Safer
neighbourhoods Team, local schools,
churches/religious interests and interest groups
representing disability groups.
Concerns about the nppF were discussed and it
was felt that the local Mp Frank dobson should be
approached to get engaged in the debate in the
House of Commons.
Caroline provided a map of Kentish Town outlining
the proposed area to be covered by KTnF.
Suggestions were made to include the Leighton
Grove triangle, Raveley Street triangle, Greenwood
place and Regis Road, Clarence Way estate (using
the railway line as the southern boundary).
Caroline would take these suggestions on board
and circulate a revised map.
2. Constitution
david (iARA) presented a discussion paper about a
possible constitution for KTnF outlining 4 main
options. (Full paper is at Annex B to the minutes)
The 4 options discussed were:
Option A: Some constitutions create a very open
forum with effectively General Meetings called a
number of times a year. Meetings are open to
everyone living in the neighbourhood. provision can
be made for calling for Special General Meetings.
The Annual General Meeting will elected chair,
secretary and "street representatives" and will form a
committee. "However the role of the committee will
be solely to suggest items for discussion and
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prepare the agenda the meetings of the forum and
will not have authority to represent its views as that
of the neighbourhood forum."
Option B: Another constitution sets up a
Representative Group Meeting made up of one
member each from each properly constituted
residents and business groups in the area and they
elect the members of a Steering Group which will
manage the forum. The Steering Group will meet as
often as is necessary.
Option C: an Annual General Meeting elects a
Committee Chair, Vice chair, secretary-treasurer and
up to 8 other members which meets every month
and runs the forum.
Option d: A further option would be that a committee
made up of one representative from each of the local
groups meets and runs the forum subject to basic
principles and policies decided by an Annual General
Meeting or general meetings held more frequently
Option d was generally preferred by those attending
the meeting with provision for 2 representatives from
each local group to form a committee. Although
there were issues to consider about local people who
were not part of an organised local group, the
position of open meeting and who may be entitled to
vote.
david (iARA) offered to work on a more detailed
version of a constitution based on the principles of
option d and circulate it before a future meeting of
the KTnF.
3. Kentish Town Neighbourhood Plan
While it is not possible to progress plans yet it was
agreed it would be worth having a preliminary
discussion about what might be included in a
neighbourhood plan.
Communities can:
• choose where they want new homes, shops and
offices to be built
• have their say on what those new buildings should
look like
• grant planning permission for the new buildings
they want to see go ahead.
ideas suggested for consideration in a local plan were
listed on a flip chart and can be found at Annex C
Communities and Local Government Consultation on
neighbourhood planning
Responses by 5 January 2012.
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This consultation is to consider whether the
proposed approach to taking up the regulationmaking powers in the Localism Bill, strikes the right
balance between standardising the approach to
neighbourhood planning across the country, and
providing for sufficient local flexibility to reflect local
circumstances. Responses are required by 5
January 2012. Caroline agreed to e-mail the
document to any interested groups and individuals.

Action points from the minutes

ACTION

BY WHOM

BY WHEN

Renew efforts to engage local

All

Before next meeting in

business in KTNF including

January 2012

Regis Road Industrial Estate
and KTRBA. Also to consider

Caroline advised that there will be several sources of
advice and support for communities who are
interested in doing neighbourhood planning.
The local planning authority will be obliged by law
to help people draw up their neighbourhood plans.
developers, parish and town councils, landowners
and local businesses may all be interested in
sponsoring and taking a leading role in
neighbourhood planning. in fact, in some places,
local businesses are already starting a debate with
local residents and councils.
The Government has committed to providing
£50m until March 2015 to support local councils in
making neighbourhood planning a success.
The Government has already provided £3m to
four community support organisations, who already
support communities in planning for their
neighbourhood.
4. Frequency and timing of future meetings
it was agreed that meetings should be quarterly and
that we should meet again in January 2012 as the
3rd reading of the Bill is due to take place on 31
november 2011. A representative from the Localism
Team at Camden Council should be invited to the
meeting. The following meeting could be scheduled
for April 2012 after the Localism Bill has become law
and taken effect.
Annex A
List of attendees
Richard Burton
Mireille Burton
Jenny Wright (LRnA)
John Woodcock (LRnA)
Mrs Woodcock (LRnA)
Hilary Barnes (iARA)
debby Hyams (iARA)
david J (iARA & KTRA)
Caroline Hill (KTRA)
paul Seviour (iARA)
John nicholson (iARA & KTRA)
Rod Harper (KTRA)
Sara Feilden
isky Gordon (BARA)

other groups to be engaged.
Provide contacts for Tenants

Councillor Paul Braithwaite

Associations
Provide contact for Clarence

Before next meeting in
January 2012

Hilary Barnes

Way Estate TA
Approach Frank Dobson MP

All local groups

Before 27 October 2011

Caroline Hill (Map at Annex E)

Before next meeting in

to raise concerns in House
debate on NPPF
Map of area covered by KTNF
to be revised and circulated
A more detailed constitution

January 2012
David (IARA)

based on Option D to be

Before next meeting in
January 2012

drafted and circulated
Information on Communities &

Caroline Hill

Local Government

On request before 5 January
2012

Consultation on
Neighbourhood Planning to be
circulated to interested groups
Representative of Camden

Caroline Hill

Council Localism Team to be

Before next meeting in
January 2012

invited to next meeting
Cllr Georgia Gould (Kentish Town Councillor)
Celia Goreham (KT & Be CAAC)
david Goreham (KT & Be CAAC)
Cllr paul Braithwaite (Cantelowes Councillor)
Lindsey purchall (KTRA)
nori Howard
Belinda Low
Alan Morris (pOWRA)
Annex B
david J – notes for a discussion about a constitution
for Kentish Town neighbourhood Forum for the
meeting on 20 October 2011.

i have taken the elementary step of googling
neighbourhood forum constitutions. There does not
appear to be one approved model. The constitutions
i have looked at are wildly different.
The one for Watford is half a page and says there
are 12 neighbourhood forums within Watford, each
one covering a ward and each forum comprises the
three elected councillors for that ward! That's it. i.e.
a sort of replica of the existing council arrangement.
Slightly more democratic and in the spirit of
localism are three other ones and it is clear that there
is a range of possibilities regarding how democratic or
what sort of democracy is agreed upon.
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Option A: Some constitutions create a very open
forum with effectively General Meetings called a
number of times a year. Meetings are open to
everyone living in the neighbourhood. provision can
be made for calling for Special General Meetings.
The Annual General Meeting will elected chair,
secretary and "street representatives" and will form a
committee. "However the role of the committee will
be solely to suggest items for discussion and
prepare the agenda the meetings of the forum and
will not have authority to represent its views as that
of the neighbourhood forum."
Option B: Another constitution sets up a
Representative Group Meeting made up of one
member each from each properly constituted
residents and business groups in the area and they
elect the members of a Steering Group which will
manage the forum. The Steering Group will meet as
often as is necessary.
Option C: an Annual General Meeting elects a
Committee Chair, Vice chair, secretary-treasurer and
up to 8 other members which meets every month
and runs the forum.
Option d: A further option would be that a committee
made up of one representative from each of the local
groups meets and runs the forum subject to basic
principles and policies decided by an Annual General
Meeting or general meetings held more frequently
Option A is the most democratic with the power
remaining with the general meetings and with the
committee referring matters back to the general
meetings.
Option B and Option C are more based on a
committee running the forum but with different ways
of arriving at that committee: should it be an open
election at an Annual General Meeting or should it be
through the representative groups?
Option d is proposed as a compromise with a larger,
more representative committee.
possible dangers: that one area or interest group
could dominate an Annual General Meeting and vote
on a very un-representative committee.
However the question could be asked about B and
d – how representative or democratic are the
Representative Associations that make up the
forum?
The other issues in the Constitution are usually
name and area, membership and provisions for
Finance.
My suggestion (no surprises here) is that we call it
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The Kentish Town neighbourhood Forum.
The area is subject to change by some specified
process but at there outset effectively runs from
Ospringe Road in the north, encompasses the area
of Kentish Town as traditionally understood to the
east of the high street across to Torriano Avenue to
the east, down to Camden Road station at the South
and on the west of the High Street from Castle Road
up to Regis Road. A map of the area will be attached
to the Constitution.
perhaps we should explain that this area has
been identified because representative Residents
Associations covering the area have joined together
to create this neighbourhood forum and accordingly
have some sort of mandate. perhaps we should
name those Representative Associations.
it would be quite nice to state that Kentish Town is
an identifiable area with a sense of community which
we would like to foster.
The purpose of the neighbourhood Forum: there are
a variety of purposes proposed in other forum
constitutions i have looked at ranging from a "need
to represent the interests of the people living in the
area" to " promoting a discussion between local
residents and the local council" through to the more
specific "to produce a neighbourhood plan to further
the social, economic and environmental well-being of
individuals living, or wanting to live, in the area"
The latter is in fact the real reason why
neighbourhood Forums have come into existence
and would be one of the main purposes of the forum.
We could amalgamate all those quite easily into
one statement of purpose.
Obviously one of the first tasks of the forum in
whatever shape it is will be to hammer out some
General policies and Objectives.
These come in various categories: it could be
mainly about visual planning, for example preserving
the existing buildings and having an influence over
new developments and we could go into considerable
detail about what we want and do not want.
We might indicate that we wish to generate
greater employment in the area. We might
emphasise green issues, sustainability etc. We may
wish to emphasise social benefit, community links,
services for young people from all people, the issue
of reducing crime, generating neighbourliness and
companionship additionally for older people or
housebound people.
However those may or may not be matters that
people wish to go into the Constitution rather than
into a General policy Statement .
Membership: some of this will be laid down in the Act

possibly. At the present moment people can come
forward and propose a neighbourhood forum who
live or work in the area or would like to live in the
area. Whether that binds the membership of an
existing form is not clear to me.
One constitution simply says "all people living in
the area outlined are automatically members ... plus
councillors, the leader and deputy leader of the
council, all of whom will be honorary members
without voting rights." Another constitution said
membership will be open to all who support the
purposes of the forum and give their contact details.
So the choice again is whether everybody in the
area is automatically a member which would give us
quite an impressive membership albeit very
uncertain in number or whether people need to take
some positive action to become members.
With open membership, again potentially a special
interest group could swamp the Annual General
Meeting and distort the purpose of the Forum.
Other matters:
We would need to make provision for notices about
meetings and how these will be circulated or published.
Minutes would need to be taken and again circulated.
There might be provision for consulting members
through e-mail. This works well in our association,
the inkerman Area Residents Association. At one
point it was seen as undemocratic and many people
did not have access to a computer. it is now seen as
being more democratic since it enables people to
participate who could not necessarily come to public

meetings because of disability, childcare needs or
other problems.
We would need to make provision for a bank
account, signatories etc. We need to consider
whether any liability could attach to members or
officers of the forum on whether insurence would be
necessary or some sort of limited liability status.
We need to make arrangements for the winding
up of the forum. We need to make provision for the
Amendment of the Constitution. plus lots more i
haven’t thought about. david J.
Annex C
items for consideration for inclusion in a future
Kentish Town neighbourhood plan
• Green spaces
• Trees
• protecting front gardens from use as car parking
• playgrounds
• Local listing
• Business issues
• presumption against basement development
• education and schools
• Height of buildings – limits
• Transport
• Sports amenities
• Fascia on shops
• existing buildings - protection
• High Street including mix of uses and 75% retail
• independent shops
• Health centres
• Youth centres
• empty sites

Appendix 3
KENTISH TOWN NEIGHBOURHOOD FORUM
ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING 19 JANUARY 2012
Minutes of AGM
Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum (KTNF)
Thursday 19 January 2012 at 7.00pm
Room 12, Greenwood Place Community Centre
NW5 1LB
Apologies
Adam Leys (KTRA and iARA)
Brenda Gardner (Castle Road Residents Association)
Gillian Tindall (Bartholomew and Kentish Town
Conservation Area) but Richard Lansdown is here to
represent Gillian.
Raoul Bunschoten
denise Mathew (Boma Garden Centre) but Sean

dunn is here to represent Boma
nick Mavrides (Kentish Town Business Association)
Cathy Crawford (Kentish Town Community Centre)
Councillor patricia Callaghan
Jake Morgan
Jon March (Vicar of St Luke’s Church, Oseney
Crescent) but david Watkinson is here to represent
St Luke’s.
pat Gibson (Highgate Road Residents Association)
Henry nakano (Kentish Town safer neighbourhoods)
Councillor Angela Mason
Caroline Hill (KTRA) opened the meeting and
welcomed all those groups and individuals attending
the meeting. Thanks were given to Kentish Town
Community Centre for once again providing the
venue for the meeting.
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1.Introduction of our speaker Hari Phillips
Caroline Hill introduced Hari phillips who is a
director of Bell phillips Architects in Bermondsey. He
set up the company with Tim Bell in June 2004 after
they won an international design competition to carry
out a major regeneration project in east London. Hari
is significantly involved in all major projects
especially the initial stages of projects including
competition submissions, feasibility studies, strategic
analysis and planning applications.
Hari sits on the Steering Group and is Vice-Chair
of the Bermondsey neighbourhood Forum that was
formed in February 2011 and was awarded vanguard
status in April 2011. A copy of Hari’s presentation is
at Annex B of the minutes
Among the key messages based on lessons
learned from Hari’s presentation were:
• Be careful not to make the area covered by the
neighbourhood Forum too large so as to make it
unwieldy and create so much work for those
involved, largely volunteers, that it becomes
ineffective
• don’t get bogged down in arguments over
constitutions and boundaries as this will put people
off and detract from actually getting on with things
that matter to the people who live and work within
the area of the neighbourhood Forum
• in the light of the above points remember that this
is still new to everyone so things are likely to be fluid
Following questions of clarification from those
attending Caroline thanked Hari for his excellent
presentation and his willingness to share his
experience with us.
2. Introduction and vote to approve the draft
Constitution for the Kentish Town Neighbourhood
Forum (KTNF)
david J (iARA) introduced the draft constitution,
which had been circulated prior to the meeting, and
was based on the work he had done following
discussion on the constitution at the meeting of 20
October 2011.
Amendments were proposed to the Constitution
as follows:
1.1 delete the words ‘as traditionally understood’
and introduce the word ‘central’ before ‘Kentish
Town’ in lines 2 and 3
6.1 delete the words ‘of the Forum Committee
ratified by a majority at a General meeting’ and
replace with ‘at a General Meeting with notice of the
proposed amendment’ in lines 2 and 3.
Questions were raised about the boundaries of the
KTnF and in particular about why the ‘triangle’
bounded by Highgate Road to the west, Fortess
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Road to the east and the Gospel Oak railway line to
the north was not within the boundaries of KTnF.
Some residents of that area felt it should be within
KTnF’s boundaries. This area had not been included
in the map drawn up following discussions at the 20
October 2011 meeting and it was understood that a
planned neighbourhood Forum covering the area
further north (dartmouth park and/or Highgate) had
been advised of the boundaries of KTnF as drawn
up after the last meeting. This map was also now
lodged with Camden Council as part of our process
to secure funding.
A vote was taken on the proposition to change the
boundary of KTnF to include the ‘triangle’.
in favour of changing the boundary: 13
Against changing the boundary: 19
The proposition failed.
The constitution as a whole was put to the meeting
for approval
The vote to accept the constitution was passed
unanimously with no votes against and no abstentions.
3. Discussion and vote to approve the draft
Statement of General Policies and Objectives
david J (iARA) introduced the draft Statement of
General policies and Objectives which had also
been circulated prior to the meeting.
A discussion followed looking at each paragraph
in turn.
An amendment was suggested to paragraph e to
delete the words ‘support the efforts of Kentish Town
Road Action in opposing the change of’ so that the
first line would read ‘We will oppose the change of’.
This was to maintain the line that KTnF did not
identify as supporting any one particular local
interest group or association.
The amendment was agreed by the meeting
unanimously with no votes against and no
abstentions.
The vote to accept the whole Statement of
General principles and Objectives, as amended, was
passed unanimously with no votes against and no
abstentions.
3. Advisors to KTNF
Caroline Hill introduced the concept of an Advisors
Team for KTnF.
She explained that the Committee of KTnF, when
elected, would benefit from input from architects and
planners who live or work in the area. She asked that
if you are an architect or planning specialist and you
feel that you are unable to commit to standing for the
Committee, perhaps you would consider being an

Advisor? Because some architecture/planning
specialists are a little short of time or are out of the
country a lot, we are appointing a team of Advisors to
the Committee. Advisors can be called upon, when
necessary. They will not have voting rights within the
Committee.
We already had some names for this team and
those names will be listed on a flip chart and it was
agreed to take more names, if they’re forthcoming,
after the elections to the Committee. Advisors don’t
have to be elected.
4. Election of Kentish Town Neighbourhood
Forum Committee
Caroline Hill explained that the KTnF Committee will
consist of up to 15 members, elected from members
of Representative Local Associations (Residents
Associations, Tenants Associations, Business
Associations, Conservation Advisory Committees),
Local Organisations (Community Centres,
environmental Groups, individual Businesses,
Churches etc) and individuals with the majority being
from Representative Local Associations, ie. 8
members from RLAs and 7 members from LOs and
individuals (see 1.4 and 3.5 in the draft
Constitution). Officers will be selected by members
of the Committee at a later date.
Some nominations had been made prior to the
meeting and nominations were invited from those
attending the meeting.
Nominations for Representative Local
Associations
1. diana Baynes iARA
seconded by debby Hyams
2. Hilary Barnes iARA
seconded by derek Jarman
3. Christopher Cross B&KTCAAC
seconded by Caroline Hill
4. Tony dunne Clarence Way TA
seconded by John nicholson
5. isky Gordon BARA
seconded by Cllr paul Braithwaite
6. Celia Goreham B&KTCAAC
seconded by Richard Landsdown
7. Caroline Hill KTRA
seconded by david J
8. derek Jarman dMC Housing & Kenniston &
Willingham TA
seconded by Cllr Jenny Headlam-Wells
9. david J iARA
seconded by isky Gordon
10. John nicholson KTRA
seconded by elizabeth Hill

these nominations to the Committee.
The vote in favour was unanimous with no votes
against and no abstentions.
Nominations for Local Organisations, Local
Businesses and Individuals
Tom Allen Transition Kentish Town
seconded by Cllr Jenny Headlam-Wells
John Grayson earth natural Foods
seconded by Cllr paul Braithwaite
Rev. Jon March St Luke’s Church
seconded by isky Gordon
Wendy Munro Camden Older people
seconded by derek Jarman
paul Seviour individual
seconded by debby Hyams
The meeting agreed to a group vote of the election of
these nominations to the Committee.
The vote in favour was unanimous with no votes
against and no abstentions.
The question of engaging local businesses more was
discussed and the difficulties, to date, of generating
interest from the local business community was
mentioned. Kentish Town Business Association
appeared to be non-active. John Grayson was
asked to consider if he might gain the interest of any
other local businesses in working with KTnF.
5. Agreement to list of Advisors
Some names had been put forward before the
meeting and the offer of further nominations for
advisors was put to the meeting.
The following list of advisors was agreed:
Beattie Blakemore
Alice Brown
Raoul Bunschoten
Richard Burton
Clare Healy
Alan Morris
david prout
Will Upton
david Watkinson
Additionally it was agreed that the local Councillors
representing the current 3 Council wards that fell
wholly or partly within the boundary of KTnF,
Camden Town & primrose Hill, Cantelowes and
Kentish Town, would act in an advisory capacity, as
appropriate and subject to any conflict of interest (for
example those Councillors on the planning
Committee)

The meeting agreed to a group vote of the election of
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6. Funding
Caroline Hill provided an update on the position
regarding funding of KTnF
On november 22 last year Caroline asked
Camden to support our bid for up to £21K funding for
our neighbourhood Forum. The timing was very tight
because the early november date, when the bids
had to be in, had gone past and we only heard about
this funding opportunity after this date. Caroline got
in touch with Alison Cremin at the department for
Communities and Local Government and she gave
an extra week but Camden had to approve our bid
first and send it on to her. Caroline asked all of us to
send her emails in support of the Statement of
Support she had written. Many of us did this and she
was sure this helped our bid. it was very touch and
go but now we are level pegging with the other
groups that have applied.
These are the emails received:
ed Watson 5 dec 2011
Assistant director Regeneration and planning
Culture and environment
London Borough of Camden
“Following our various conversations i am pleased to
say that Camden is able to support the bid on the
following grounds:
• That Camden fulfil the 'accountable body' function
for any grant money that might be allocated to KTnF
by CLG (Communities and Local Government)
• That there is also a commitment from Camden to
provide officer support to help KTnF understand the
strategic planning context in which any emerging
neighbourhood plan (np) would be operating.
Camden may provide officer oversight at key stages
of the process.
• in agreeing to support the bid Camden does not
formally recognise KTnF as the neighbourhood
Forum for the area (although their interest has
already been registered alongside other groups from
across the Borough). decisions on this will be taken
through a separate process.”
Alison Cremin 8 dec 2011
department for Communities and Local Government
“i can confirm that we will now include your bid
supported by Camden with the other bids we have
received – we have not taken final decisions on
which applications are successful and we'll let you
know about that in due course.”
Any funding we may receive will not stretch to paying
for planning or architecture specialists. However, we
will need funding to produce our neighbourhood
plan in a presentable form and for marketing and
publicity before the referendum. in addition we can’t
go on asking for free rooms and halls for meetings
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and there will be many other expenses. Camden will
hold the funds (should we get them) and they'll dole
them out to us in chunks for specific purposes.
There were no questions about the current
position on funding and the meeting thanked
Caroline for the update.

Action points from the minutes
ACTION

BY WHOM

BY WHEN

Volunteers to help with design

All members of KTNF

As soon as possible

All Committee members

2 February 2012

KTNF Committee

2 February 2012

KTNF Committee

Ongoing

DJ

2 February 2012

of KTNF website to be sought
7. Website
Caroline asked if anyone could provide help in
designing and putting together a website for KTnF.
There were no immediate volunteers. everyone
attending, particularly those representing local
associations, was asked to think of any volunteers
who might help and let Caroline know. [it was
suggested that there might be some help on model
websites on the Camden Council website].
8. Any other business
‘Kentish Town: Shaping the Future’ Camden’s plan
Caroline Hill mentioned this document and possible
confusion with the KTnF. it was agreed that it was a
useful document with some good suggestions and
that it should be looked at by the newly elected
Committee at its first meeting.
Date of first Committee meeting
A date was proposed for the first meeting of the
Committee of Thursday 2 February 2012 at 7.00pM
at the offices of Transition Kentish Town, Fortess
Road. Caroline would circulate confirmation and
details to those elected to the Committee in due
course.
Caroline Hill asked the newly elected Committee
for permission to continue performing the role of Chair
of KTnF until the Committee meeting when elections
for officers of the Committee will take place. The
Committee agreed to that proposition unanimously
and thanked Caroline for all her work to date.
To cover the concerns outlined in section 2 above
about the ‘triangle’ area it was suggested that Mary
Cane should be co-opted to the KTnF pending
discussions with the other neighbourhood Forums
setting up in the area.
ANNEX A
List of attendees from signed attendance sheets
patsy Ainger Torriano Cottages Association
Tom Allen Transition Kentish Town
Cllr Meric Apak Town Councillor
Hilary Barnes inkerman Area RA
diana Baynes
Jeff Baynes
Beattie Blakemore
Cllr paul Braithwaite Cantelowes Councillor
Alice Brown Transition Kentish Town
Mireille Burton

Committee to hold first
meeting
‘Kentish Town: Shaping the
Future’ document to be
considered by the new
Committee
Seek to engage more local
businesses in KTNF
Constitution to be amended
as agreed

Richard Burton
Mary Cane
Sean dunn Boma Garden Centre
Anthony dunne Clarence Way &Castle Rd TA
Roy Fox Willingham Close TRA
isky Gordon Bartholomew ARA
Celia Goreham Bartholomew & Kentish Town CAAC
david Goreham Batholomew & Kentish Town CAAC
Cllr Georgia Gould Kentish Town Councillor
John Grayson earth natural Foods
Rod Harper KTRA
Cllr Jenny Headlam-Wells Kentish Town Councillor
Clare Healy
Caroline Hill Kentish Town Road Action
elizabeth Hill Kentish Town Road Action
debby Hyams inkerman Area RA
david J inkerman Area RA & KTRA
Gill Jacobs Transition Kentish Town
derek Jarman dMC Chair Housing
Cllr phil Jones Cantelowes Councillor
Richard Lansdown
Rosemary Lewin Kelly Street RA
Belinda Low Home Start
Alan Morris prince of Wales Road RA
John nicholson inkerman Area RA & KTRA
Hari phillips Bermondsey neighbourhood Forum
Zoe polya-Vitry
david prout
Lindsey purchall Kentish Town Road Action
patrick Quinn
paul Seviour inkerman Area RA
William Upton

Gill Walt Bartholomew Area RA
david Watkinson St Luke’s
John Woodcock Leighton Road neighbourhood
Assoc
Jenny Wright Leighton Road neighbourhood Assoc
norma Wynter
THE DRAFT CONSTITUTION OF KENTISH TOWN
NEIGHBOURHOOD FORUM
01.01.2012
1. The Area of the Forum
1.1 The Area of the Kentish Town neighbourhood
Forum is subject to change by the process outlined
below but at the outset effectively encompasses the
area of Kentish Town as traditionally understood –
from the north it runs from the east of Highgate Road,
the east of Fortess Road and the west of Brecknock
Road. Then, to the east of Kentish Town Road, it runs
along the west of Brecknock Road and the west of
Camden Road to the bottom of the triangle below
Camden Road Station in the south. it then runs up
along the east of Camden Road, across Kentish Town
Road and along the north of Hawley Road. On the
west of Kentish Town Road it runs from Clarence Way
up along the railway lines, encompassing Regis Road
and Arctic Street to join Highgate Road in the north.
1.2 A map of the area showing the boundaries is
attached to this Constitution.
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1.3 The Area of the Kentish Town neighbourhood
Forum is one that that local people traditionally
consider Kentish Town. Kentish Town is an
identifiable area with a sense of community that we
would like to foster.
1.4 The Area has also been identified because
Representative Residents Associations,
Conservation Area Advisory Committees, Tenants
Associations and amenity groups, such as
individual local businesses, Kentish Town
Community Centre, Transition Kentish Town and
the Church and individuals are joining together, in
addition with other Local Organisations, to create
this neighbourhood Forum and accordingly have
some sort of mandate. They are described as
Representative Local Associations (RLA), Local
Organisations (LO) and individuals in this
Constitution (see Appendix A).
1.5 Membership of The neighbourhood Forum shall
be open to all residents living in the Area and all
businesses operating in the Area and all people
wanting to live in the Area.

APPENDIX 3
General Meetings. Local councillors will be honorary
members who do not have a vote.
3.3 Annual General Meetings will be held in January
to elect a Committee and to agree and lay down
General policies and Objectives.
3.4 Special General Meetings can be called by a
majority of all committee members or by 30 members
requesting one by e-mail or letter to the Secretary.
3.5 The Forum Committee, consisting of up to 15
members, will be elected at an Annual General
Meeting from members of Representative Local
Associations, Local Organisations and individuals,
with the majority being from Representative Local
Associations, ie. 8 members from RLAs and 7
members from LOs and individuals. The quorum for
The Forum Committee meetings will be 9
representatives of Representative Local Associations,
Local Organisations and individuals with the majority
being from Representative Local Associations. The
Chair will hold a casting vote if necessary

3.12 in order to have and demonstrate authority to
speak and vote for the area Representative Local
Associations and Local Organisations will be
required to submit to The Forum Committee,
annually and in writing, proof that they are
representative and have a mandate for the views of
their members. This proof will consist of a description
of their membership and in what way they have such
a mandate or legitimacy to speak for their areas,
whether by consulting their members or, for example
Kentish Town Road Action or the Kentish Town
Business Association, being demonstrably a voice
for other organisations or businesses.
4. Notices
4.1 notices about General Meetings will be
circulated and published 14 days before the meeting
by a posting on the Kentish Town Library notice board
as well as by e-mail to all registered members. if we
can afford it, or it can be run as editorial content, we
will announce meetings in the local press.
5. Finance

2. The Purpose of the Neighbourhood Forum
2.1 The neighbourhood Forum is set up under the
provisions of the Localism Act. The main purpose in
that Act is to produce a neighbourhood plan to
further the social, economic and environmental wellbeing of individuals and organisations in the Area.
We may wish to be more ambitious and act in many
other creative ways to support and improve the Area.

3.6 Officers: The Forum Committee will elect a Chair,
Vice Chair, Secretary and Treasurer who will serve for
one year and be subject to re-election at an Annual
General Meeting.
3.7 The Forum Committee will meet at least quarterly
to carry out the General policies and Objectives
decided at an Annual General Meeting or a Special
General Meeting.

2.2 Our tasks and objectives are outlined in our
General policies and Objectives which will be
developed in the months following our first Annual
General Meeting.

3.8 Sub-committees or working parties can be
appointed by The Forum Committee to carry out
specific tasks, consider policies and to advise The
Forum Committee.

2.3 We will support and coordinate the views and
actions of our constituent groups – Local
Representative Local Associations and Local
Organisations and individuals. We will work with
Camden Council.

3.9 Co-option: The Forum Committee can co-opt up
to three additional members per year. Co-opted
members will have the same voting rights as all the
other members of the Committee, in keeping with the
RLA majority balance. They will be able to stand as
officers.

2.4 Kentish Town neighbourhood Forum will be run
respecting all differences including gender, age, race
and ethnicity, religion, sexual orientation, disability
and income.
3. Membership and management
3.1 Representative Local Associations, Local
Organisations and all residents living in the Area are
automatically members and entitled to come to and
vote at Annual General Meetings and Special

60

3.10 Minutes of General and Forum Committee
meetings will be taken by the Secretary and
circulated by e-mail to registered members within 3
weeks of meetings. The Minutes will be available for
anyone to read in Kentish Town Library and will be
posted on the website.
3.11 Registered members: if people wish to be
consulted, receive notices of meetings and Minutes
they can register with the Secretary by e-mail.

5.1 The Forum Committee will open a bank account.
Chair, Vice Chair, Secretary and Treasurer will all be
signatories for cheques that will require two
signatures.
5.2 if it is possible that any liability could attach to
members or officers of The Forum Committee we will
investigate and arrange insurance or some sort of
limited liability status.
6. Amendment of the Constitution including the Area
of the neighbourhood Forum
6.1 Amendment of the Constitution will be by a majority
of The Forum Committee ratified by a majority at a
General Meeting. This also applies to any winding up of
Kentish Town neighbourhood Forum. Any balance left
in any account held by The Forum Committee will,
subject to statutory regulations, be distributed equally to
the constituent local organisations.
6.2 if local people or organisations wish to change
the Constitution, or General policies and Objectives
they should give due notice of this to the Secretary
21 days before the General Meeting so this proposal
can be circulated.
6.3 The law as drafted says that Kentish Town
neighbourhood Forum will be valid for five years. We
will take whatever steps are needed to renew our
existence.

7. Register of Committee Members’ Interests
There will be a Register of Committee Members’
interests kept by the Secretary and open to
inspection detailing any financial involvement or
interests paid or unpaid in the Kentish Town
neighbourhood Forum Area.
Appendix A
Representative Local Associations as at 01.01.2012
(description: Within the neighbourhood Forum Area:
Residents Associations, Tenants Associations,
Business Associations, Conservation Area Advisory
Committees)
Kentish Town Road Action – KTRA
Kentish Town Business Association – KTBA
Highgate Road Residents Association
Leighton Road neighbourhood Association – LRnA
Bartholomew Area Residents Association - BARA
Bartholomew and Kentish Town CAAC
(Conservation Area Advisory Committee)
inkerman Area Residents Association – iARA
prince of Wales Residents Association – pOWRA
Kelly Street Residents Association – KSRA
Castle Road Residents Association
South Kentish Town CAAC
Hadley Street Residents Association
Torriano Cottages Residents Association
Kennistoun & Willingham Tenants and Residents
Association
Clarence Way estate Tenants and Residents
Association
Local Organisations as at 01.01.2012
(description: Within the neighbourhood Forum Area:
individual local residents, community centres,
environmental groups, individual local businesses,
schools, churches, Gp surgeries, police, Fire
Services etc)
St Luke’s Church, Oseney Crescent
Transition Kentish Town
Kentish Town Community Centre
55 Holmes Road
Boma Garden Centre
earth natural Foods
individuals as at 01.01.2012
Richard Burton
Mereille Burton
Richard Lansdown
Sara Feilden

61

APPENDIX 4

APPENDIX 4

APPENDIX B
Website: We aim to establish a website on which the
Constitution, notices of meetings and Minutes will be
posted and discussions can take place.
Footnote: Rationale for the Constitution of the Forum
Committee. The Constitution has been drafted to
ensure that control of the Forum cannot be taken
over by unrepresentative groups: eg. one particular
interest group.
KENTISH TOWN NEIGHBOURHOOD FORUM
DRAFT STATEMENT OF GENERAL POLICIES
AND OBJECTIVES
01. 01. 2012
To be put up for formal adoption at a General Meeting.
A. The neighbourhood plan will specify the
preservation of existing heritage buildings and will
identify vacant and underused sites such as areas
for possible sensitive development that will, within
the Local development Framework, include
affordable housing.
B. We will go into considerable detail about what we
want and do not want. We will press for the
preservation of land used for public purposes and
services

C. environmentally we will press for the council and
others to improve the local street environment, to
respect green issues, sustainability, the preservation
and improvement of green open spaces and
playgrounds.
d. economically we wish the area and especially the
High Street to flourish and maintain a good range of
shops with the emphasis on smaller enterprises rather
than branches of national or multinational firms.
e. We will support the efforts of Kentish Town Road
Action in opposing change of planning use that will
spoil Kentish Town Road within the Forum area and
we will press for continuing environmental
improvements to the High Street. We will support
local groups in dealing with licensing applications.
F. We wish to maintain and generate greater
employment in the area and will work with
appropriate organisations to that end.
G. We wish to emphasise social benefit, community
links, services for young people, reducing crime,
generating neighbourliness and companionship
especially for older people or housebound people.

Appendix 4
An MoU was signed between Kentish Town
neighbourhood Forum and dartmouth park
neighbourhood Forum on 27 August 2013. A copy of
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the signed memorandum can be seen opposite and
overleaf.
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Appendix 5
KENTISH TOWN NEIGHBOURHOOD FORUM
WALKABOUT AND GUIDANCE CRITERIA
This note is to provide an idea of things to look out
for and make note of during the walkabouts. it is not
intended to be an exhaustive list or guide as we will
all think of things and see things during the
walkabout that we probably haven’t thought about.
However it will be useful to have some
consistency of approach so that we can combine the
information from all the walkabouts into a record or
audit of the Kentish Town neighbourhood Forum
Area. Ultimately it will also feed into our
neighbourhood plan.
it is not intended to re-invent Conservation Area
Statements or nationally Listed Buildings but
complement them.

• Shop frontages and signs
eg dawson & Briant, Blustons, (both already english
Heritage listed) e Mono on Kentish Town Road
• Historic pubs
• Churches
• Notable buildings not in Conservation Areas
eg pizza express building
• Buildings known as the home of significant
people in history, science etc – suitable for a
local ‘Blue Plaque’ scheme
• Open land/open spaces/green spaces
eg parks, communal gardens, playgrounds, sports
amenities

Suggested headings for things to note
• Empty and derelict sites
eg tower block Section House next to the police
Station in Holmes Road

'Public Realm' issues
• improvements to public space

• Potential development sites
eg single story garage blocks, car parks, spaces
above public buildings eg above the Fire Station
which are capable of being developed or having
permission applied for to develop, other large spaces
which may be in current commercial use but could in
the future become vacant and have planning
permission applied for.

• improvements to pavement space, eg. Holmes
Road

• Empty shops

We would also like to identify possible ‘hubs’ which
distinguish Kentish Town from elsewhere
eg Arts, industrial, Media concentrations

• Empty houses

• opportunities for increasing biodiversity, eg.
street planting

Hubs

• Disused public conveniences
REPORTS ON WALKABOUTS BY PARTICIPANTS
Buildings etc to be protected and considered
for local listing
• Communal or public art, including sculpture,
murals, ‘Banksy’ style art
eg sculptural group between Alpha Court and
Monmouth House, Raglan Street; ‘Kentish Town’
painted sign at Kentish Town Station
• Historic street furniture
eg The canopy outside Kentish Town Station,
Crimean war cannon street bollards between Raglan
and inkerman Streets
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All following four walks written by one participant:
Kentish Town Walkabouts
Walk 1
notes for this fascinating walk were compiled by the
walk leader following review with the group at the
end of the walk. However some additional comments
are:
A beautiful walk. This was definitely the most
attractive of all the walks. There is lots that has been
done in this area that could offer inspiration to
enhance the attractiveness of other locations. For
example, blocking off of Lupton Street to create a
pedestrian area. Could something like this not be
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done with the horrid rat run of Anglers Lane? !!! This
could eliminate the major arterial flow whilst allowing
gentle access by residents.
Some lovely public gardens have been created at
the church on Lambourn Close and in Montpelier
Gardens. These gardens are attractive, mysterious/
secluded and welcoming rather than being off-putting
and intimidating (compare for example the harsh
metal railings, concrete and acres of tarmac at the
public garden in Clarence Way. perhaps these could
also set an example for what could be done on the
Raglan estate to make that green land more
inclusive, attractive and useable rather than just
eradicating all green space under bucket loads of
“residential units”. Raised herb planters – good for
the elderly. Vegetable planters – create local
involvement.
This walk really emphasised the beauty of Kentish
Town’s heritage aspects. it was shocking to see how
the oldest houses have been so badly treated
(Village House and xxx, both on Fortess Road) and
how much disregard is paid to our vanishing
cobblestoned streets. Can we preserve them
pLeASe!!!
Walk 2
Street: Grafton Road
Number: 55 East Fleet House
Comment: Change of use application on street
lamppost from B1 (office) to C3 (residential – 9
units). App no 2012/1535/p but no date appears. do
we really want to see the loss of this historic
commercial venue?
Street: Holmes/ Grafton Road
Comment: Council refuse/ repair depot is
disgusting. Looks like a Stalinist block – needs
attention. is it’s space used effectively? What more
could be done? A prime sell-off asset?
Street: Arctic Street
Comment: There should be a pedestrian access to
Regis Road – there always used to be one and we
were told it was closed by the owner of Regis Road
who put up the locked gate a few years ago after a
row with the council
Street: Arctic
Number: 5
Comment; A resident (Colin Keerans) voiced
interest in our work/ group. He lives with his brother
who has lived there 60 years, and their mother
before that. He was interested in the work of the
Forum – a potential participant?
Street: Holmes Road
Number: 78
Comment: A useless unused space outside this
council building looks like a couple of wide steps –
waste of space and ugly
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Comment: Following the Magnet development there
will be too high a proportion of student
accommodation in this area
Comment: Wall of garden to council flats (opposite
Magnets) is horrid – a fence would enable all to
enjoy a view of the gardens
Comment: Spur off Holmes Road is horrid, most
uninviting – it needs attention. it used to have a
pedestrian access through the gate which was
always open and would probably have been a right
of way. As with Artic Street this was also locked by
the owner of Regis Road. it should be reinstated.
Street: Holmes Road
Number: 41-43
Comment: The homeless hostel is not believed to
be listed – should the façade not be preserved?
Street: Holmes Road
Number: 28
Comment: An empty council building. Alan Morris
said it was sold to a private investor some 15 years
ago but it seems to be empty/ unused – why?
Street: Holmes Road
Number: 20 and 21
Comment: Two very attractive residential homes
which are not believed to be listed – they should be
preserved
Street: Raglan
Number: Catholic Junior School
Comment: The grass area next to their new
development is not attractive – looks like it’s
becoming a dustbin for the street
Street: Raglan
Number: Raglan estate
Comment: it’s a good idea to make better use of the
space of the garages – HOWeVeR it was horrifying
to hear the gleeful chorus of ‘build on it’ for every
inch of play area or grassy spot on this estate – and
to hear people wanting to ‘punch a hole’ through the
wall to KT Road. This is a quiet and tranquil relief at
present – why can we not make the green areas
more inviting for all people to come and sit and be
tranquil rather than just concreting and urbanising
over the lot! Let brown sites be browned – but hands
off our greens!
Street: Raglan
Number: 1, Raglan House
Comment: This building faces a conservation area.
The street already has 2 tower blocks following ‘slum
clearance’ of the east side of the street, and which
are quite out of keeping with the area. Are we to
have another tower on this valuable site? What can
be done to save the aspect? do we want to?
Street: Anglers Lane
Comment: This is a disgusting, ugly, dangerous,
rutted rat run. There have been endless desires to
reinstate the left turn at the end of prince of Wales

Road – ‘everyone’ says ‘it can’t be done’. Why!!!!!
Camden Council say it’s not their responsibility. TFL
is large, faceless and disinterested. Why do we have
to accept this horrid status quo? if nothing else,
experiment with reversing the direction of the one
way – that would enable residents and emergency
services to have access whilst removing the pOW/
KT Road South/ north rat running which is getting
worse with the ingress of French School parents etc.
A startling number of residents don’t have cars and
don’t like their streets being rat runs
Comment: Long drawn out but successful battling
by individual local residents has successfully
stopped the loading bay being used for constant
unloading by artics for some 4 years. This must nOT
be allowed to restart.
Comment: The road surface is terrible following
Lakeland’s occupation of Raglan estate as a depot
for heavy vehicles such as scaffolding lorries which
parked daily on Anglers until a few weeks ago.
Lakeland appear to have done nOTHinG to
reinstate either the road surface, or the destroyed
garden of Alpha Court
Street: Anglers Lane
Number: 1-2
Comment: This is a hideous uncared for rented
blocks of flats above the Co-op loading bay. it needs
to be better presented to enhance this historic lane.
Street: Anglers Lane
Number: 26
Comment: This is a council owned site. Some years
ago there was a plan to develop it as a residential
plot (unbeknown to the current tenant, Health and
Herbs). presumably this becomes part of the Raglan
House development site, which could conceivably be
integrated even with the Raglan estate
redevelopment as they are contiguous sites. What is
to stop some unscrupulous council/ private buyer
from landing a sea of disgusting concrete over the
whole site?
Street: Regis Road/ Kentish Town Road
Comment: This is a horrid junction which spoils the
gateway to Kentish Town. it needs improvement to
make it more attractive and pedestrian friendly. What
a pity that the view over Hampstead Heath cannot be
seen across the bridge.
Street: Highgate Road/ Kentish Town junction
Number: Bus stop
Comment: The bus stop outside the car wash is
horrible – crowded with nowhere for people to stand
while pedestrians are passing. it is not easy to see
how queues can stand – must be a nightmare for
elderly people waiting for a bus, especially when it’s
full and when it’s raining and vehicles splash up
water
Street: Alleyway next to Bull and Gate pub

Comment: An evident redevelopment site. The
street has much unloved cobbles – what can we do
to help preserve them in the event of rebuilding?
Street: Fortess Road/ Highgate Road
Number: Tally Ho appartments
Comment: A complete disgrace. This unscrupulous
builder has thrown up a very nasty cheap block and
having no takers for his retail units, has not even
finished the building which is boarded up with no
lintels and cladding falling out of the ceiling line. This
horror, looking like a derelict site, really spoils
Kentish Town.
Road: Highgate Road
Number: Murphy’s Yards
Comment: The view from Highgate Studios car park
is stunning. i have never before realised the extent of
these industrial lands. if put together with Regis
Road, we have a site the size of a residential city. it’s
interesting that the proposed Forum area seems to
cut across the Murphy’s site. However some greedy
transactor of the future may well see the potential in
flogging off a job lot. do we need to consider the
future of these industrial lands as a whole?
Walk 3
All comments and ideas were efficiently collected by
the walk leader who will supply Caroline H with the
consolidated list.
Walk 4
Street: prince of Wales Road
Number: Just west of entrance to flats
Comment: Appears to be a lamp post with no top
part – is it suitable for removal?
Street: Clarence Way
Number: 57/ 57A
Comment: This converted pub has lost all its charm
– it looks disgusting with a type of boarding at the
windows. it looks like a temporary encampment. The
entrance on Hartland Road (number 57 – 1949 Bar)
will, apparently house a bar – licence being applied
for ….
Street: Clarence Way
Number: Council estate
Comment: Many of the facilities appear to be
unused and/ or not useful (eg crazy golf). There is
lots of space within the estate which is already
concrete or tarmac which could be built upon without
destroying green space
Street: Kentish Town Road
Number: Back of old tube station
Comment: There is an ugly old roof (looks like it’s
made of asbestos) easily viewed from Clarence
estate. i have investigated and it appears that it is
part of the Cash Converter facility used for storage of
their resale/ buy back stock. This could be a prime
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private development site of the future.
Street: Kelly
Number: dead ending
Comment: An unattractive end to such a delightful
street. Could this not be improved by planting trees
along the ending?
Street: Rochester place and Rochester Mews
Comment: A great expanse of cobbles which are
uncared for and have been badly treated by utilities
digging up and replacing with tarmac/ concrete
patches and strips. They need to be refurbished and
preserved.
Comment: There is an unused (sign)post outside
the side of 59 in Rochester Mews that should be
removed
Street: Rochester Road
Number: 59
Comment: This is a very large and attractive
Victorian (?) semi that has been converted into flats
(bedsits?). The eastern half appears to be empty
(and no lights seen on at 8pm on 24th April). The
property is badly in need of repair and some of the
plasterwork appears to be detaching. The property
has a large back yard and with 3 garages. This
would be a very large development site if the house
was allowed to fall down. is action needed to
preserve/ protect it?
Street: Rochester Street
Number: West side of 56
Comment: A strip of 4 garages. Cor! What a prime
development site ….
Street: Camden Road
Number: 79
Comment: This large council complex is on the
market as a development site. it is a very large site.
Can we do anything to ensure we get something in
keeping with the area and its use rather than a huge
faceless, scruffy blot? is it worth listing any of the
façade? Too late?
Street: Camden Road
Number: Under the bridge, west side just past
station
Comment: Old water fountain is uncared for and
looks derelict, filthy and off-putting. Let’s have it
reinstated/ cleaned or removed
Street: Bonny Street
Number: 17-19
Comment: Broken stump of old lamp post has not
been removed – it’s next to the new one. Let’s have
it out.
Comment: Someone in the group came up with idea
that Camden should be made a World Heritage Site
(!!!) for Railways
Street: Castle place
Comment: WHAT a dump!
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KENTISH TOWN NEIGHBOURHOOD FORUM –
WALKABOUT AREA 1 - 21.04.2012 CC
Street name: Falkland place
Comments: The play area is well intentioned and
appreciated but the edges of this space are
unresolved and the houses at the Falkland Road end
are very exposed.
Street name: Fortess Road – Gottfried Mews
Comments: A block of garages up for sale and a
derelict workshop at the Raveley Street end suggest
possibilities. Whatever happens here a number of
properties depend on the mews for access. The
south end to Raveley Street is most potent.
Street name: Lupton Street, back of flats on south
side by Brecknock Road
Comments: Where the Victorian terrace was
demolished to make way for the flats it has been
suggested that accommodation could be built over
the small parking area.
Street name: Montpelier Gardens
Comments: This large open space is vaguely defined
and can be threatening because it is not ‘supervised’
by buildings directly opening on to it. The situation
could be helped by the new crèche but more
buildings could helpfully encroach on the space. The
protection to the old house windows is very hostile
Street: Leighton Crescent gardens
Comments: One of the best spaces in the area –
properly guarded by buildings around it.
Street: Willingham Close, Leighton Road
Comments: The main space to the south side of the
main block is one of the better spaces in the area,
but there is a sense of wasted space at the east end
with the large triangular site. Modern cars make
garages less important now and this space could
have another use and could certainly take more than
single storey buildings. The space on the north side
of the main block has been suggested as possible
new accommodation with parking below.
Street: Falkland Road garage site to the rear of
properties fronting Lady Margaret Road
Comments: The garages are to be auctioned in early
July. The planning brief is for residential
accommodation and the site is suitable. Affordable
housing would be valuable.
KENTISH TOWN NEIGHBOURHOOD FORUM –
WALKABOUT AREA 2
Street name: Kentish Town Road
premises: no 310

Comment:The car wash between n0 310 Kentish
Town Road and the entrance to Regis Road
Business park is inappropriate. This could be
developed with a tall building, a mixture of retail and
accommodation (including social housing flats). This
would create a more suitable view approaching
Highgate Road. The exposed end wall of no 310
onto which an advertisement is possibly planned,
would be obscured.
Street name: Kentish Town Road
premises: entrance to Regis Road Business park
Comment:The sign listing the businesses on Regis
Road Business park is unsightly and inappropriate
as an approach to the main High Street. This could
be more suitably placed lower down and further into
the entrance or on the existing lower wall and still be
visible. Also a sign announcing Kentish Town could
replace the present sign or, if the present sign
remains, placed on the top of the sign.
Street name: Leighton Road
premises: no 18 Meeres engineering Site
Comment:Meeres engineering has lorries parked
along the wall overlooking the railway. The tops of
these lorries can be seen from Kentish Town Road
and look unsightly. Some form of screening would
give a better view up Leighton Road from Kentish
Town Road especially from the Canopy.
Walk 3 Saturday 21st April 10 – 12
a) Bartholemew Road: post on right hand side near
junction with B. Villas not used. Remove.
b) Tree in front of no 12 daed. Couyld be removed.
c) BT junction box outside 35-37 no front. dangerous
wires exposed
d) Self seeded sycamores in front gardens nos. 50
and 52 need to be removed.
e) Bollard on top corner of B. Rd could be replaced
as smashed.
f) Sandall Road entrance to railway could be reinstated. We liked the fact that there was a working
phone box next to the School.
g) paving at corner of Torriano Avenue and Camden
Road needs repair.
h) Torriano Avenue is One Way. All thought this
should be 2 Way.
i) Hampshire Street: keep small industrial units and
repair buildings. Concern about proposal to build
flats 7 storey high at no 3.
a. Corner block of Longmeadow was a rent
office and could be converted to a flat.
j) We all agreed that the tree planting in the whole
area was excellent.
k) Leighton Road has a wonderful Victorian post box.
l) paving is missing on the corner of Leighton Road

and Bartholemew Road. This was a concern
throughout. Tarmac instead of paving and in some
places filling in patches where there had been
cobbles (see (y)
m) Bartholemew Road: no 109 used to be a
Community Centre (one of our walkers worked
there). now light industry but is a perfect place for a
new centre/youth club etc.
n) entrance from Busby place to play are could be
regenerated. Ugly and unused land (but may be
because of possibility of anti social behaviour
o Small businesses on corners of B. Road and
Gaisford Street; keep as business but clear up and
re-design site
p) Who owns the lock up next to the railway lines and
could it be demolished? The whole of that corner could
be regenerated/redisgned to provide a view of Heath
and the Church, which could also do with a scrub
q) Gaisford Street: The grey building belonging to the
national grid is hideous. Mural? ivy?
r) There is a prime development site in Gaisford
Street near the junction with Hammond Street
s) The district Housing office at 55 is vacant
t) Hammond Street: replace the York stone; rebuild
the wall along the side of the road
u) Hammond Street, on the left, between Caversham
and islip St, is a garage/garden site. is it used or
useable?
v) is 21 islip Street vacant? it is falling down as is its
neighbour.
w) Could the route to the Station be re-opened,
alongside a new regeneration/development plan for
the utterly wasted area at the back of the shops in
Frideswide place.
x) Garages in Wolsey Mews look unused. Could they
be demolished and site utilised for new build/other.
y) Replace cobbles where tarmac used as infill.
z) Shoe repair shop is very good but needs some
repair to first floor.
WALKABOUT AREA 4
1. i applaud your brave, imaginative and successful
work getting the KTF up and running, well done. i'll
try to get to your next meeting, please keep me
posted.
2. The walkabout i joined was well organised, well
attended and useful. i was impressed by the group
you had brought together - a very good mix - and the
discussions we had.
3. Three points then:
A. i thought it was very good to note and consider
individual buildings of some value and quality, for the
various reasons we discussed. it's so important to
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identify and record key local buildings, i think your
np will help with this, and too the Local List particularly i guess the opportunity to record local
residents subjective appreciation (maybe for reasons
of local history or association) in addition to more
objective architectural reasons.
However i became very strongly aware walking
round the Clarence Way estate, Hawley Road, and
Camden Road, that actually one of the big
challenges we face is the planning values (or lack of)
in our public realm.
eG we noted the huge, unnecessary width of the
Clarence Way road by St Silas church - as i
remember 3 or 4 lanes wide in addition to parked
cars either side. Justified i'm sure when Clarence
Way was a main through route - but it hasn't been for
i guess 50 years or more. So we've been cleaning
this expanse, resurfacing it, signing it for all that time
- when it's hardly used by cars at all. Surely
everyone would prefer - at the very least imaginative
- wider pavements and a line or two of trees, or
possibly even an extension of the open space there
by 4 or 5 metres.
And eG we noted the two close sets of high
railings on this open space - one round the whole
area, one just inside round the pitch - and the high,
stark, prison-like lights. From Clarence Way and
Castlehaven Road the space looks unfriendly and
hostile - no wonder it's empty much of the time.
Again this is an example of a space which has a
designated use, and is laid out and managed
functionally to deliver that use - just like the road
mentioned just above - but without real thought or
imagination. For me, such a large space which
appears so unfriendly is not just a wasted resource,
it's a negative influence. The lack of thought about
what local residents and passers by may think says
to me 'you don't matter' and 'we know best'.
i could go on with many other depressing
examples of land use nearby, pretty much all of
which can be laid at the door of the council. illthought out car parks and the never-used crazy golf
area, owned by the Housing department are just
across the road from the afore mentioned Highways
territory and the parks department's open space.
each of these is in a very limited way acceptable functionally each does what is expected. But the lack
of concern about residents perceptions, the lack of
joined up thinking (as each council silo focuses on its
own narrow brief), the lack of efficient, effective use
of valuable inner city space all cry out low aspiration
and lack of interest in the public realm.
Apologies for this little rant ! But what i'm
suggesting that in the np you can highlight some of
these shortcomings, and call for better, much better.
in Clarence Way's case, there is now an estate

70

APPENDIX 5
regen plan, which may address some of this. But the
points apply across the KTF area of course.
it is ironic that those in council housing - with the
lowest incomes and the highest overcrowding - are
surrounded by some of the least well planned and
used local environments. A little thought, a little
joining up of departments' property and resources,
could go a very long way to making better use of
council property, playing into an improved local
neighbourhood.
B. While some of this can be addressed 'top down'
through the new np and LdF, and through enhanced
capacity and skills in relevant council departments,
some of this may i feel best be progressed and
achieved by a different ethos in designing (or
redesigning) such areas. i'd suggest this is
something you can look at and influence in your np.
The different ethos i'm suggesting is a 'coproduction' approach to local improvement. We
identified problems like the above, and perhaps more
obviously wasted space and missed development
opportunities in and around many Housing
department garages, car parks, storage sheds etc.
The traditional council approach might be to say
surely we can get more housing in here, or more
planting, or more play areas or community facilities and then to work up some designs and maybe
consult a bit and then get on with it. in fact the bad
use of space and the poverty of thinking suggests
this was exactly the 'top down' approach which was
used in the first place - had residents been asked
where garages might best be placed, how much
space should be tarmaced, what other uses should
be included, i think we can be sure that the provision
and configuration would have been more appropriate
to residents' needs. And not only more appropriate,
but also more useful, more appreciated, contributing
more to quality of life. Unhappy places would have
been happier.
So i would make a plea that in identifying
opportunities in the np for improvement or
development you also consider - and i hope
recommend - a more collaborative, 'co-productive'
approach to agreeing what should be built where. if
the residents who use the storage or the garages or
the carparks are involved in developing the ideas for
their replacements we all benefit from their local
knowledge, from addressing what people say they
want rather than some notion of what they need, and
we are more likely to enhance the neighbourhood as
a result.
C. Having written above about Clarence Way (tho i
hope my points are of more general relevance) i
have to end, as mentioned, by saying i'm not entirely

sure whether Clarence Way residents look to Kentish
Town for the 'community forum' or 'neighbourhood',
or whether they look more to Hawley Wharf and
Camden Town. i honestly don't know the answer to
this, but i guess the one caveat for my strong
support for KTF is whether your area shd include
Clarence Way or not.
Hope the above makes some sense. Obviously i
hope your np development sessions will look at
these issues, not just the buildings we like and want
to keep, important tho' that is. if useful for me to
discuss i'm happy to.
WALK 4 WITH ALAN MORRIS
Prince of Wales Road
Broken and disused phone Box next to Chapel to be
removed.
27 and 29 pOW Rd. neglected Council property?
Healy Street
needs cycle track
Un-needed paint on road gate
Outside 39 POW Rd
dangerous tree roots
Corner of Clarence Way ‘Tipping the Admiral’
Good pub. Food and Beer
Lewis St. Heybridge Estate
To be redeveloped 5 storeys. Camden has a
scheme. Residents are being consulted
Corner of Hartland Rd
Growing project done by the Born Again Christian
Church on the corner
Harmood Grove.
An example of infill. Mixed opinion as to how good it
was.
Harmood street
development site. Widford estate
Clarence way
imitation Gas lights. Worth the money
Garages opposite park. Better use to build flats
here?
Many felt there would be a need to consult the Local
Tenants Association.
Same kind of space issues on the other side of
Clarence Way and off Farrier Street. Many of the
tenants’ flats have so little storage space that they
have to use the garages.
Need to discuss which is better: garages or
affordable housing? needs to be a balance
between what the residents want and what is good
for the community.
Could the gardens around the flats be used for a
community gardening project? An idea that has been
used elsewhere which engaged the unemployed
youth of the community.
Kelly Street
96 Traveller’s Site

Could there be infill housing at the end of Kelly
street?
Mario’s café to be put on a local activities list?
Kentish Town High Street
Sarah’s Café planning application in for 3 flats.
Where will the rubbish bins go?
Saint Andrew’s Greek Church. Listed?
St. Pancras Way
Opposite Old Underground Station disused toilets
dunn’s Factory preserved?
Ringley’s preserved?
Quasi Art deco building preserved?
Chichester Court. is to be redeveloped. How is it
going to be used?
dot’s Music shop. Shop front to be preserved?
Wilmot place
The Falcon. preserved?
(david J. suggested we had ‘5 Walks in Kentish
Town’ on particular themes. We all thought it a good
idea).
The garages on the Bernard Shaw estate. Could
they be used for more housing?
100 St pancras Way. To be sold. is it to be used for
housing? paul Braithwaite to find out.
Royal College Street
Camden Road Station to be moved across the road
for new high-speed railway. (none of us wanted the
high-speed rail!!)
Arch by the bridge. What is it used for?
Should the old pie and Mash Shop be preserved
Bonny Street?
The Stables owned by network Rail 0800 830 840
What are they used for? Seem not to be in use.
pretty Terrace with set back door way.
Canal backing property. Address on Camden Road.
Has large car parking space. Space could be used
better?
4 prowse place. Good example of redevelopment.
Warren evans.
Ivor Street.
Amy Winehouse lived here.
Jeffries Street
The garages at the end of ivor St. on the corner with
Jeffries St.
An ugly ending to an attractive area.
COUNCIL SITES THAT COULD BE DEVELOPED
• Garages at Alpha Court, Raglan Street
• Garages at Falkland Road
• Site within Gottfried Mews
• Garages at Willingham Close, Leighton Road
• Garages at Clarence Way, Castlehaven
• Heybridge garages, Hadley Street
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The following are transcribed from sometimes
scribbled observation sheets:
WALKABOUT AREA 1
Canopy KT
Space – view – orientation
20 mph
Village House 1A Leverton Place
326-328 KT Rd empty shops
Bollards
Major Travel 28-34 Fortess Road
5-7a Fortess Road, garagesand houses
Railey Mews 6A empty
back of houses interesting, to be kept.
Railey Mews 17, modern building
Leverton St, top 2 houses Home Zone opposite
eleanor palmer.
Gottfried Mews off Railey St
for Auction. Garages, old stables at end.
Countess Road balustrades on roofs pretty. York
stone paving.
Montpelier Garden – Transition KT group.. House
for special needs. no lighting.
Lutheran Church.
Leighton Crescent. Key garden. Wild life centre.
needs benches
Asher Fry Ct build.
Charlton Kings Road.
Apollo Studios – old piano factory
Ugly council paint white 20-8.
99 Leighton Road empty.
Willingham Close – contaminated land
Maude Wilkes Close. Large field. not allowed to be
built on?
WALKABOUT AREA 1
Falkland Place
Charming playground and area.
Falkland Road etc
pollarded trees – council should explain activity
Railey Mews 6 & 6A
planning permissionfor basement and extra floor:
hoping it will fall down
Fortess Rd 102
was library before library in KT Rd.
Eleanor Palmer was a terminal (central) school
1880WALKABOUT AREA 2
Camden depo ugly!!
Raglan St – Camden redevelopment. Use of space
big garages for sale for housing, back og building.
Crown Place – privately owned.
Art work: ?
playground no seat.
KT police station norman Shaw. Attractive building.
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View of heath from canopy, sense of space.
Grafton Rd
Map Studio café
Wilkin St LHS
Shoe factory
Ryland Rd industrial 씰 Housing
east Fleet House redone, engineering partnership
rag trade
Holmes Rd – French School
? Brewery
Opening in bridge for road never built
Lost route to Regis Road via Arctic Rd.
not worth saving dark unsafe.
WALKABOUT AREA 2
Prince of Wales Road, Grafton Arms
Local listing
Ryland St, bottom
Research into delbanco Meyer & Co Ltd, portland
House
55 Grafton Road
Waterboard Building – east Fleet House
List it.
next to 2 Wilkin St (primitive ex Methodist Chapel),
MVF Global
Web Marketing 1 1/2 years. Changes over the time.
To Let
Holmes Rd
opposite Magnet 74A West of Simone House
Green area could be used for development.
Holmes Rd, 61-63
Furniture restorer. Façade needs restoring.
Holmes Rd, Holmes Rd hostel 43
Local listing
Holmes Rd, 28
Was Camden print shop. empty 10 years
Holmes Rd, 18-20
Local listing, 1820-30s? Small houses, only ones
remaining.
Holmes Rd, Section House
empty
Raglan St Garages
for development
Raglan St
Back of Monmouth House/Alpha Court
Landscaping and pond need caring for.
Allotments.
Raglan St day Centre
Will close? And be used for what?
York Mews
Section House. Water tank – remove?
York Mews
next to no.24. Small derelict tiny area.
Regis Rd
Broken pavement near entry.
Water tank.

next to Fairfax Meadow parking
triangle – develop – small houses.
Kentish Town Rd
next to bridge. Car Wash – potential
Tally Ho building – empty shops
Fortess Rd
5-7 Spring Cafe / FBB. derelict, dangerous.
WALKABOUT AREA 2
Wilkin Street corner of Grafton Road
Historic: should be non-designated Heritage Asset,
ex-Waterboard building
Corner of Holmes Rd and Willies Rd
Arid garden – dilip’s garden (tell Transition project)
(Residents Assoc – david Jockelson).
Holmes Rd
1873 College neogothic French School
Listed
43 Holmes Rd Hostel
For local listing
Holmes Rd
Original 1830? cottages
For local listing
WALKABOUT AREA 2
310 Kentish Town Road
The car wash between n0 310 Kentish Town Road and
the entrance to Regis Road Business park is
inappropriate. This could be developed with a tall
building, a mixture of retail and accommodation
(including social housing flats). This would create a
more suitable view approaching Highgate Road. The
exposed end wall of no 310 onto which an
advertisement is possibly planned, would be obscured.
Kentish Town Road: Entrance to Regis Road
Business Park
The sign listing the businesses on Regis Road
Business park is unsightly and inappropriate as an
approach to the main High Street. This could be
more suitably placed lower down and further into the
entrance or on the existing lower wall and still be
visible. Also a sign announcing Kentish Town could
replace the present sign or, if the present sign
remains, placed on the top of the sign.
18 Leighton Road: Meeres Engineering Site
Comment:
Meeres engineering has lorries parked along the
wall overlooking the railway. The tops of these lorries
can be seen from Kentish Town Road and look
unsightly. Some form of screening would give a
better view up Leighton Road from Kentish Town
Road especially from the Canopy.
WALKABOUT AREA 3
Bartholomew Rd Jewsons
Housing, employment

Hampshire St Cosprop etc
planning appl. for residential x 7 above. Business
below.
Torriano Estate
possibility of private development for Council to
make money.
Bartholomew Rd / Oseney Crescent corner
Greenwood sheltered accommodation
need more sheltered acc.
Gaisford St / Bartholomew Rd corner
electricity substation / network Rail. Boarded up.
garden centre use?
Oseney Crescent / Bath Rd corner
H&H Van Hire & opposite
possibly will go. Housing?
Frideswide Place
development opportunity
Wolseley Mews
Could be developed
WALKABOUT AREA 3
[Numbers relate to maps on pp.47-49]
1. Bartholomew Rd Jewsons
Liked employment at rear of High Street, is good use
of space & employment opportunities.
0. St Andrew’s Greek Orthodox Church
Beautiful building – it would be good to capitalise on
the cultural heritage & open up the church to the
community.
Bartholomew Health Centre
Great community asset but question [?] over opening
hours
4. Bartholomew Rd – transport
Transport layout – 2 way traffic on narrow road.
Good example for elsewhere.
5. Bartholomew Rd – school at end (terminating vista)
Low rise building at end of street – unpleasant view
& poor use of land, also out of character.
6. Network Rail fencing.
Unpleasant wall – out of character.
7. Camden Rd – garage
new building a missed opportunity – poor use &
appearance – leassons to be learnt
10. Bartholomew Rd
infill housing – lessons to be learnt e.g. balconies,
rubbish.
8. Camden Road – Park / skate park
Good community asset.
9. Pandian Way – new housing development
Helped to finance skate park but is a gated
community and not in character with area.
10. Torriano Estate
Well kept & well designed buildings.
10a. Torriano Estate
Lots of car parking space & concrete. Opportunity for
a community garden / green space?
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Hampshire Studio – Torriano Estate
What do they do? An interesting partner?
12. Peace Passage & shop on Brecknock Road
Where does peace passage go? is it an opportunity
for linkage?
13. Brecknock Rd - shutters
The shop has solid shutters. is this permitted?
14. Brecknock Rd - mobile plant & cycle rack
Great feature, locally produced – attractive & functional.
15. Brecknock Rd shops
nice selection of shops e.g. clothes & shoes – good
compliment to Kentish Town High St. Opportunity for
cross marketing?
16. Island in middle of road – junction of
Brecknock / Leighton Rd
dead space, could be better utilised? perhaps cycle
parking?
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17. Leighton Road – motorway barriers
Out of keepingwith area, unnecessary?
18. Torriano Avenue – building
Shop / building frontage is very poor – steel front.
perhaps poor enforcement of conservation area
requirements?
19.Torriano Cottages
Very attractive – village / rural feel.
20.Torriano Cottages
Story of residents who worked together to buy
property – good neighbourhood & community spirit.
Good example of collaborative working.
21. Isip Street – estate
How to engage people who live here in the process?
22. Frideswide Place – back exit from KT Station.
Late night exit from national Rail – very dangerous late
at night. possible to exit via bridge on Leighton Rd.

23-24. Rear of station
needs improvement scheme – poor lighting, unattractive.
25-26. Rear of High Street
Solutions for a back street – had a few active frontages
& visible signage from islip Street.Good lighting at night.
27 Kentish Town High Street
physical constraints on outside of station –is it appropriate place for vegetable stall? Better placed in square?
28. Kentish Town High Street – Square
Missed opportuniy – cold, badly designed space.
possibility to create small marketplace?
29. Kentish Town Station
Great space – garden centre working together with
station staff to have flowers in station improves station
feel.
30 & 31. Kentish Town High Street
Signage – not consistent & poor quality. possibility for
design guidance? is it conseravtion area?
public / private realm not consistent materials.

32. Kentish Town High Street
Cycling & traffic along High Street is unpleasant. Heavy
traffic & road narrows in places which is dangerous for
cyclists. is there an alternative route for cyclists?
34-35. Back of Kentish Town Road
Back street project potential.
33. Bottom of Kentish Town Road
improvements of all types needed – poor shop
frontage, some vacant. public space available for
restaurants, use for meanwhile space?
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WALKABOUT AREA 3
Lower Kentish Town Rd
Get rid of all the commercial and residential to let
signs.
Hammond St
?? also garden infill sites??
10 Gaisford St
potential for 2 storey infill for huge unused garage.
and national grid building, build here?
Wolsey Mews – west side
2 story mews opportunity
Frideswide Place – west side
also possible 2 storey mews on garage sites.
Hampshire St – east side
Studios etc. Some potential for mixed use
redevelopment.
Torriano Estate Hampshire St frontage
• potential for new social housing
Torriano Estate back of estate
also development potential
Charlton King’s Rd
also development potential
Hargrave Place
Foamtec building – potential for reinstating a terrace
of houses
Leighton Rd south side east of Torriano Avenue
Very small house plot
Bartholomew Rd – Jewson’s builders merchant
?? housing
? employment& housing
Bartholomew Rd – St Andrew’s Church Hall
keep in community use
Bartholomew Rd – between nos.2 and 4
Gap between houses? new house site?
Bartholomew Rd – Health Centre
keep in community use
12 Bartholomew Rd
examplar of modern development
Bartholomew Rd – 9-11 gap
possible small, low house.
Bartholomew Rd – 17-19-gap
possible house site
Bartholomew Rd – Camden School for Girls
could be new school building
Bartholomew Rd
?? could you fit houses between the e-w street
terraces.
and railway corner sites – could you build here?
and “garden sites” of Russell Motor Co.
Lawford Rd – Village Store
keep in retail use
Junction of Sandall Rd and Bartholomew Rd
concrete roof tiles – good example of why we should
insist on slate.
Sandall Rd
railway lines – opportunity to build raft over railway
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lines for housing.
Bartholomew Rd – 17-19-gap
possible house site
Bartholomew Rd – Camden School for Girls
could be new school building
Bartholomew Rd
?? could you fit houses between the e-w street
terraces.
and railway corner sites – could you build here?
and “garden sites” of Russell Motor Co.
Lawford Rd – Village Store
keep in retail use
Junction of Sandall Rd and Bartholomew Rd
concrete roof tiles – good example of why we should
insist on slate.
Sandall Rd
railway lines – opportunity to build raft over railway
lines for housing.
Cantelowes Gardens
continue to use and in invest in for the community.
Torriano Ave
gap between west end of estate and terrace – infill site.
Osney Crescent – Greenwood old people’s home
any potential for additional old people’s
accommodation.
Caversham Rd – railway lines
could the railways be rafted over and new homes
built to reinstate the streets.
Caversham Rd
could the Builders yard by railway line – site for new
homes
both Kingsbury and AM proos [?] both sides of Rd.
Caversham Housing office
redevelopment opportunity
Caversham Rd – Vadniebish House
keep in community use
WALKABOUT AREA 4
Castle Place (Farriers?) [this is probably Lorraine
Court off Lewis St]
decrepit garages in centre of space in housing
block – possible site for 2 rows of houses.
Kelly Street, end with prince of Wales Road
open space, car parking
poor use of public space.
Ringleys (end building)
Should be a non designated Heritage Asset.
WALKABOUT AREA 4
Prince of Wales
Back into use as cinema?
Castle Rd
please keep local industry. We need to leave Buttles
untouched
Heybridge Estate, Hadley St
Communal space / community garden and grafitti wall.

Hartland Rd
St Silas / Holy Trinity
suggested gates to keep passing children safe – with
cycle path.
Clarence Way
Gap – who owns it?
Clarence Way – Garages
retain charcter of garages for an [?] street or
workshops of cafés like an artisan’s street.
Farrier St, Clarence Way Estate
Open space is good. please leaveit alone... or
housing! But if it’s private it probably won’t be
affordable for people like me & if council ican’t
expect to benefit.
Lewis St? Lorraine Court
Lock-ups at back of L Ct: i don’t feel we have any
idea how people feel about having housing here.
personally i feel it would become too cramped. i
would rather see a community garden.
College Gardens
needs some green fingers [?]
Bonny St
Garages – workshop space / [?]
Camden Rd
public toilets
Camden Bway [?]
Tree-lined, market stalls
Rochester Mews next to Carpet Right
Business, low value. Functional building

Garages – who owns them?
13-19 Bonny St
Who owns – possible development?
WALKABOUT AREA 4
189 KT Rd [actually 2 prince of Wales Rd]
Keep building with dome.
Contact the Law centre to see interior of old cinema /
music hall. Camden Archives.
Heybridge tower
unused car park.
street high housing 3 story. square in centre.
music space underneath imterchange.
Clarence Way – next to 56 & 57
Arch – space for workshop.
Clarence Way
dangerous playground.
Use as school playground
Back of church
a school, building or playgroup
Clarence Way garages
residential buildings or workshops – close to camden
Lock. Use part od road.
TRA Hall
move and develop
Castle Place
put housing with lock-ups below.
Rights of way
Business use in railway properties

WALKABOUT AREA 4
Castle Rd
Buttles? Storage. industrial Units.
Heybridge space
Car park and above – development for social
housing
Clarence Way Playground
possible allotment space & increase adult activity.
Close off Hartland Rd by Holy Trinity.
Clarence Way
parking space next to church – make green &
housing unit?
Clarence Way Estate
Change garages to residential + green. Full survey
of all council properties to consider adding flats on
top of building.
Clarence Hall
Redevelop + housing
Lewis St [Lorraine Court]
Lock-up + garage site. Redesign with lock-ups and
housing.
24-28 Castlehaven
Lock-ups in pillared area
Camden Road station
Repair water fountain under station.
Jeffrey’s St
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Appendix 6

SPECIAL GENERAL MEETING 23 APRIL 2012
Kentish Town Community Centre, Busby Place
Those attending
See Annex A for full list of those who signed the
attendance sheets. The meeting room was full.
Apologies
See Annex B for a list of those who sent apologies
1. Welcome
Caroline Hill, Chair of KTnF, opened the meeting
and welcomed all those groups and individuals
attending the meeting. Thanks were given to Kentish
Town Community Centre for providing the venue for
the meeting in their newly renovated premises in
Busby place.
2. Vote to include North Kentish Town
Association in the KTNF
The Chair explained the request made by the area
represented by the north Kentish Town Association
to be included within the boundaries of the KTnF.
Following an open public meeting of local residents
within the area covered by the north Kentish Town
Association on 29 February 2012 which voted
unanimously in favour of joining in with KTnF, a
formal request was received on 14 March 2012 to
join KTnF.
The KTnF Committee were recommending to the
meeting that this request be supported.
A formal vote was held involving all current
members of KTnF present.
In favour: 26 votes
Against: 0 votes
Abstentions: 0 votes
it was therefore unanimously agreed that the north
Kentish Town Association is included within the
KTnF and the area covered by the KTnF included
within the boundaries of the KTnF.
The Chair updated everyone about our Forum
application. On April 12 we delivered our official
application to Camden for designation of Kentish
Town neighbourhood Forum and for designation of
the Kentish Town neighbourhood Area. The Area we
applied was available to view at the meeting in 2
maps and included in anticipation the north Kentish
Town Area. The procedure now is that Camden will
consider our application, along with any other
neighbourhood Forums that have applied in
Camden. After that the applications will be publicly
available online over a 6 week period. everyone will
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have a chance to comment on them. Camden will
take these comments into consideration and
ultimately will be the final arbiter on the boundaries.
3. Co-option to the KTNF Committee
Following the inclusion of the north Kentish Town
Association in the KTnF, and due to the existence of
a vacancy on the KTnF Committee, it was proposed
to co-opt a new Committee member from the north
Kentish Town Association. Mary Cane had
volunteered to stand for the Committee.
Proposer: Mark Wakefield
Seconder: Paul Seviour.
The meeting voted overwhelmingly in favour of the
co-option of Mary Cane to the KTnF Committee with
no votes against and one (1) abstention.
Mary Cane was duly co-opted to the KTNF
Committee.
4. Vote to approve the amended Constitution
The draft amended Constitution had been circulated
to members prior to the meeting.
A number of small amendments to the
Constitution had been proposed including:
• A quorum of 7 rather than 9 for KTnF Committee
meetings (3.4)
• An option to ask a Committee member to resign if
they fail without an apology and good reason to
attend 2 consecutive Committee meetings (3.9)
• A revised definition of registered member of the
KTnF (3.1)
• An option for minor amendments to the Constitution
to be affected through notification to and consultation
with all registered members rather than by calling a
Special General Meeting (6.1)
• Clarity over the election of the Officers of the
Committee (3.5)
A vote was taken to approve the amended
Constitution. It was passed overwhelmingly with
no (0) votes against and one (1) abstention.
A question was raised about the provisions of 3.12
which required Representative Local Organisations
to be able to demonstrate that they are
representative and have a mandate for the views of
their members. The Committee are required to
monitor this and advised that while it was an
important issue it would be applied with a light touch
to avoid creating any unnecessary burdens for the
organisations.
5. Treasurer’s Report
The Treasurer provided an update on the position
regarding the funding of the KTnF

in november 2011 the Chair had asked Camden to
support our bid to the department for Communities
and Local Government (dCLG) for up to £20,000
funding for our neighbourhood Forum. The
Treasurer was pleased to announce that the KTnF
had been successful in its bid and under the fifth
wave of funding had received £20,000 in funding
which would be held by Camden and from which we
would able to draw down. This placed us as a ‘front
runner’. The funding is primarily to enable us to draw
up a neighbourhood plan with the possibility that the
funding would have to pay for any local referendum
that might be required.
6. Walkabouts
The Chair provided a brief update on the highly
successful series of walkabouts that had been held
over the weekend of 21/22 April. Around 80 people
had participated.
A lot of positive feedback had been received
already and many at the meeting endorsed the
success and thanked the Chair and others involved
in organising and leading the walks. One member
described the walkabouts as “incredibly enlightening”
which was generally endorsed by the meeting.
A walkabout would need to be arranged to cover
the area of the north Kentish Town Association. A
volunteer from the area would be needed.
The possibility of running the walks on a regular
basis was raised as was the idea of videoing the
walks and placing the video on the new website. This
would be considered subject to resources and other
members of the KTnF taking on the role of
organiser.
7. Website
The Treasurer provided an update on the plans for
the KTnF website. Work was currently underway
with a website designer on the creation of ktnf.org. it
was hoped this would be up and running within 2
weeks.
8. Map update
The Chair updated the meeting on the production of
a detailed GiS map. A copy of a large-scale (1:250)
map of the area was available on the floor for
everyone to look at the end of the meeting. The
Chair thanked Alice Brown for her help with obtaining
the map.
9. Neighbourhood Planning
The Chair introduced Biljana Savic, Urban
programme Manager for the prince’s Foundation for
Building Community and Angela Koch, professional
network Member for the prince’s Foundation for
Building Community and an Advisor to the KTnF.

Biljana and Angela made a presentation on the
work of the prince’s Foundation in relation to
neighbourhood planning. The prince’s Foundation is
one of four (4) national organisations funded by
dCLG to assist neighbourhood Forums in drawing
up their neighbourhood plans and engaging with
communities. They are only working with front
runners and their current funding allows them to
work with neighbourhood Forums until the end of
July 2012.
Biljana provided examples of neighbourhood
Forums and Community Organisations they had
worked with to date, including a case study on Bristol
Old Market. She explained that their principal role
was to facilitate the process of drawing up a
neighbourhood plan and to provide a range of
specialist advice including urban planners, transport
planners, environmental advisers and business
experts.
Angela explained the varied methods of
engagement that had been used in other areas
including Croydon and Haringey to involve hard-toreach groups.
The proposed offer of help from the prince’s
Foundation to the KTnF would take the possible
form of:
• An initial open public meeting to seek views and
ideas for what people wished to see to improve
Kentish Town and to include in a neighbourhood
plan. it would also include breaking up into smaller
groups to begin prioritising ideas. This would need
the participation of a large number of local people,
and we would be looking for at least 100 participants.
• A second day would take the form of a workshop
involving key stakeholders; Council officers,
Councillors, business and landowner representatives
and a group of KTnF members. This would look at
all the feedback from the first day and any other
feedback gathered through community engagement.
• The third day would involve the prince’s Trust
facilitators collating all the material and then
presenting it in the evening to a second large open
public meeting.
This 3 day process would take place at an agreed
date in July.
This proposal was put to the meeting to consider.
A vote was taken.
In favour: 32
Against 1
Abstentions 5
The proposal to take up the assistance of the
prince’s Trust was therefore carried overwhelmingly.
There was no Any Other Business.

87

APPENDIX 6

APPENDIX 7
Appendix 7

Annex A
List of attendees from signed
attendance sheets
patsy Ainger Torriano Cottages Ass.
Tom Allen KTnF Committee
Osman Amin Somali Youth
Organisation
Marion Andrew
John Banks Bartholomew Area RA
pat Banks
Hilary Barnes KTnF Advisor
Jonathan Bowman
Councillor paul Braithwaite
Cantelowes Councillor
Alice Brown KTnF Advisor
Mireille Burton
Richard Burton KTnF Advisor
Alan Cane BLOC
Mary Cane KTnF Committee
david Cook north Kentish Town Ass.
Cathy Crawford Kentish Town
Community Centre Trustee
peter Cuming Friends of Talacre
Town Green
dr Karen dorn College Lane
Suman Fernando BLOC
Frances Fernando BLOC
isky Gordon KTnF Committee
Celia Goreham KTnF Committee
david Goreham Batholomew &
Kentish Town CAAC
John Grayson KTnF Committee
John Hauxwell north Kentish
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Town Association
Teresa Hauxwell north Kentish
Town Association
Clare Healy KTnF Advisor
don Hibbs inkerman Area RA
Caroline Hill Chair KTnF
elizabeth Hill Kentish Town Road
Action
debby Hyams inkerman Area RA
Georg inderset evangelist Rd RA
david Johnson Vice-Chair KTnF
Gill Jacobs Transition Kentish
Town
Angela Koch KTnF Advisor
Antonia Layard
Rosemary Lewin Kelly Street RA
Robert Livock
Rev Jon March KTnF Committee
Roger Mason
Wendy Munro KTnF Committee
John nicholson Secretary KTnF
John parker
Chris phillips KTnF Committee
Lindsey purchall Kentish Town
Road Action
Sergeant peter Ryan Metropolitan
police, Kentish Town &
Cantelowes SnT
Biljana Savic prince’s Foundation
paul Seviour Treasurer KTnF
doreen Stevens
Lisa Tickner
Gillian Tindall

William Upton KTnF Advisor
Belinda Wakefield evangelist Rd RA
Mark Wakefield evangelist Rd RA
John Woodcock Leighton Road
neighbourhood Ass.
Jenny Wright Leighton Road
neighbourhood Ass.
Annex B
List of apologies
Councillor Meric Apak
Councillor pat Callaghan
Sara Fielden
Councillor Jill Fraser
Kate Gordon
Councillor Georgia Gould
Jon Hall
Rod Harper
Councillor Jenny Headlam-Wells
Mary Hill
derek Jarman
Councillor phil Jones
Leanne Keltie
Colin Kierans
Howard Loxton
Belinda Low
Jehane Markham
Mark McCarthy
Sarah Monk
david prout
Catherine Rubinstein
Gill Walt
Marlene Winfield
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APPENDIX 9
APPLICATION FOR DESIGNATION OF KENTISH TOWN
NEIGHBOURHOOD FORUM AND AREA
17.10.2012
1) The name of the proposed Neighbourhood Forum is
Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum (KTNF).
2) A map of the proposed Area of the Neighbourhood
Forum is attached (Annex A).
The Area of the proposed Neighbourhood Forum
encompasses the north and central area of Kentish Town –
on the north side it runs east along the north side of Little
Green Street and Ingestre Road and the Ingestre Estate
and then it encircles Acland Burghley School. From there
(omitting Tufnell Park Station) it runs south down the west
side of Brecknock Road and then down the west of
Camden Road. It then crosses from east to west below
Bartholomew Road, above Rochester Road. It then runs
south along the east side of Kentish Town Road down to
the railway bridge. From there it runs north up the west
side of Kentish Town Road, including all the shops and
buildings in that stretch including 187 Kentish Town Road.
It then turns west along the centre of Castle Road. From
the end of Castle Road it follows the west side of the
railway line north, including Kentish Town West station,
and then it encircles Arctic Street. The boundary goes back
onto the railway line and goes north until it meets the
bridge over the First Capital Connect railway line. Before
the bridge it goes east and then northeast up to the north
side of Carker’s Lane to join the east side of Highgate
Road and continues north to join up at the northern corner
of Little Green Street where it meets Highgate Road.
3) The Area of the proposed Neighbourhood Forum
Kentish Town is an identifiable area with a sense of
community that we would like to foster. The Area has also
been identified because Representative Residents
Associations, Conservation Area Advisory Committees,
Tenants Associations, individual local businesses, Kentish
Town Community Centre, Transition Kentish Town, Kentish
Town Police, local schools, GP surgeries, the Church, wellknown community groups and individuals have been
consulted in creating this Neighbourhood Forum. The Forum
has the support of Camden ward councillors within the Area.
In 2010 Kentish Town Road Action held a series of small
public meetings to establish a local public interest in taking
forward the idea of a Neighbourhood Forum. A steering
committee was formed.
On 19 January 2012 an Annual General Meeting was held
and was attended by 50 local residents, representatives of
Tenants Associations, businesses, community groups, the
church and ward councillors. A Neighbourhood Forum
Committee of 15 was elected and a Team of Advisors was
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set up. A Constitution was voted in and a preliminary area
boundary map was discussed, agreed and voted in.
Subsequent to the AGM, representations were made by
residents of the area we shall call North Kentish Town to
be included within KTNF. The area of North Kentish Town
is from Little Green Street and Ingestre Road and the
Ingestre Estate and encircling Acland Burghley School,
down to the southern side of Burghley Road. These
representations were followed by a public meeting in the
North Kentish Town area, organized by Kentish Town ward
councillors, where a vote in favour of joining KTNF was
carried by 30 to 1. This was ratified at a Special General
Meeting of KTNF held 23 April 2012.
Part of the northern KTNF boundary goes across
Murphy's site from the railway line to the north side of
Carker’s Lane . We share Forum boundaries here with
Dartmouth Park Neighbourhood Forum (DPNF). We have
discussed with DPNF and Paul Brosnahan Director of
Murphy how all of us will participate in this and we have
come to an amicable agreement that we will get together
on any issues pertaining to Murphy's land and also the
industrial area including Regis Road (the latter is within the
KTNF area and includes Arctic Road because there is a lot
of local interest in opening up this entry). Anything that
happens in these areas will affect both Neighbourhood
Forums and also the Gospel Oak Partnership area; we will
get together with the latter at a later date.
The western boundary of the Forum was formed along
the London Overground railway line, including West Kentish
Town Station. Following the Special General Meeting,
representations to be included in KTNF were made by a few
residents from the area west of the London Overground
railway line. This prompted a debate in a popular local blog,
The Kentish Towner. As a result, following the model of
North Kentish Town, KTNF worked with Haverstock
councillors. A public ward meeting was held in that area on 6
September 2012 and the issue was discussed. The meeting
was advertised on the KTNF website, by the councillors and
in The Kentish Towner. In the event only 7 local residents
turned up. Three KTNF officers attended the meeting and
spoke. It was agreed that there was insufficient popular
support or interest in joining KTNF.
The eastern boundary follows the natural road and borough
boundary of Brecknock Road. Islington is on the other side.
Changes were made to the preliminary southern
boundaries of the Forum following representations from
residents and councillors from two discrete areas that
wished to set up their own Neighbourhood Forums. One is
based around the Rochester and Jeffreys Street
Conservation Areas with a proposal to link up with Camden
Broadway. The other is based around the Castlehaven
area, focusing on the Hawley Wharf development. These
two areas are now not included in KTNF.
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The southern boundaries of the Forum area end in the
centre of Castle Road and in between Bartholomew Road
and Rochester Road. The boundary then carries on south
down to the railway bridge including all the shops and
buildings and 187 Kentish Town on the west side of
Kentish Town Road and up north again on the east side of
Kentish Town Road. The reason for the boundary
continuing down to the railway bridge is that this is
traditionally considered to be the beginning, or end, of
Kentish Town, as seen on the notice on the inside of the
bridge. Additionally several members of the Forum are also
members of Kentish Town Road Action that has for nearly
a decade looked after the interests of all the buildings,
shops and businesses all the way down Kentish Town
Road to the railway bridge.
4) We intend to work closely with neighbouring forums
and with communities that do not have a forum, in
developing our Neighbourhood Plan and we will cooperate over interests of mutual interest. Indeed, we are
actively working with Dartmouth Park Neighbourhood
Forum and with Queen’s Crescent Community Association.
5) Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum is a relevant
body capable of being designated a Neighbourhood
Forum for the purposes of section 61G of the 1990 Act.
a) We attach a copy of the Forum’s written Constitution
(Annex B)
b) Refer to 2) and 3) above
c) The contact details of the Chair, Secretary and
Treasurer of Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum are as
follows:
Chair – Caroline Hill
13 Leverton Street
London NW5 2PH
Tel: 020 7485 2577
email: chdesign@btinternet.com
Secretary – John Nicholson
6 Raglan Street
London NW5 3DA
Tel: 020 7482 5357
email: secretaryatktnf@yahoo.co.uk
Treasurer – Paul Seviour
6 Raglan Street
London NW5 3DA
Tel: 020 7482 5357
email: paulseviour@hotmail.com
d) The following statement from the written constitution of
Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum shows that the
proposed Neighbourhood Forum is established for the
express purpose of furthering the social, economic and
environmental well-being of individuals living, or wanting to
live, in an area that consist of or includes the
neighbourhood area concerned:
Statement of General Policies and Objectives (extracts)
iii) The Forum will enable Kentish Town Road within the
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Forum Area to flourish and maintain a good range of
shops. The Forum will press for continuing environmental
improvements to the High Street.
v) The Forum will work with appropriate organisations to
maintain and generate greater employment in the Forum Area.
vi) The Forum will emphasise social benefit; community
links, services for young people, the reduction of crime, the
generation of neighbourliness and companionship
especially for the elderly and housebound.
e) The following statement from the written constitution of
Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum shows that:
“Membership of The Neighbourhood Forum shall be open to
all residents living in the Area and all businesses operating in
the Area and all people wanting to live in the Area”.
f) Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum has more than 21
members; on 14 October 2012 the Forum had 216 signed-up
members who live and/or work in all parts of the Forum Area.
A committee of 15 was elected at the AGM and a Team of 13
Advisors (planners, architects and other specialists) has been
appointed. All 9 ward councillors from the three wards in the
Forum area are honorary members of the Forum.
g) Our members are drawn from different sections of the
community within the Forum Area. We have consulted and
had meetings with:
i) The Somali Youth organization – Family and Young
People’s Centre (SYDRC). This resulted in the Director
Ibrahim Isse joining the Forum’s team of Advisors.
ii) Crossroads Women’s Centre – two of the organizers at
Crossroads are members of the Forum.
iii) Kennistoun & Willingham Tenants and Residents
Association – one member is a member of the Forum
Committee.
iv) Kentish Town Community Centre – two of the Forum’s
committee members are trustees of the Community Centre.
v) Caversham Elder People’s Organization (CEPO) – one
Forum committee member is an active member of CEPO.
vi) St Luke’s – One Forum committee member is vicar of
St Luke’s. Two Advisors are members of the congregation.
vii) Safer Neighbourhood Team – Sgt. Peter Ryan is a
member of the Forum.
viii) Transition Kentish Town – One member of Transition
Kentish Town is on the Forum Committee. One member is
a Forum Advisor.
ix) The Forum set up a working group to liaise with GP
surgeries.
x) The Forum has set up working group to liaise with youth
groups and schools.
xi) The Forum is encouraging and working with local shops
and businesses to set up their own support group.
xii) The Forum supports and is supported by the following
Local Associations:
Kentish Town Road Action – KTRA
Kentish Town Business Association – KTBA
Highgate Road Residents Association
Leighton Road Neighbourhood Association – LRNA
Bartholomew Area Residents Association - BARA

Bartholomew and Kentish Town CAAC (Conservation Area
Advisory Committee)
Inkerman Area Residents Association – IARA
Prince of Wales Residents Association – POWRA
Kelly Street Residents Association – KSRA
Hadley Street Residents Association
Torriano Cottages Residents Association
Kennistoun & Willingham Tenants and Residents Association
North Kentish Town Association
The Forum supports these Local Associations when they
are concerned about planning issues and need information
and back up. Members of all these associations are
supporting the Forum by signing up as a minimum. Most of
the associations do far more than that in support of the
Forum, ie. members attend Forum meetings, offer the
Forum advice and help and join in with Forum activities.
6) Engaging with the local community:
a) A weekend of walkabouts took place on 21 and 22 of
April 2012. Four walks were repeated four times
throughout the weekend. There were leaders for each walk
and all walkers had record sheets to fill in. The idea was
that anyone or everyone in the Forum Area could go on all
four walks during the weekend and that, as a result of
these walks, we would develop ideas for our
Neighbourhood Plan. 70 people took part, including local
councillors, and all the comments on the record sheets
were collated onto the map Annex A.
A further walkabout weekend in North Kentish Town took
place on 6 and 7 October 2012. One walk was repeated
twice and 55 people from all over the Forum Area took
part. The comments have been added to the map Annex A.
b) We began working with the Prince’s Foundation in April

2012. The work they are doing with the Forum is to help us
to formulate a Neighbourhood Plan.
c) On 27 May 2012 the Forum had a stall at the Alma
Street Fair. We talked with dozens of people; explaining
what KTNF is all about, signing up people to our members’
list and talking about the street engagements and
workshops to come.
d) Local people ran a week’s Street Engagement in
Kentish Town from 27 June – 3 July 2012. Over 20 local
people, including one councillor, took part and helped and
we talked to hundreds of people and gathered ideas and
opinions. These all fed in to:
e) the 3-day Planning Workshop that took place from 03 –
05 July 2012. About 80 local people attended on the first
day. The second was a Stakeholder Workshop day
attended by about 40 local stakeholders, including
representatives from residents’ associations, local
businesses and restaurants, community groups, Camden
Council (both officers and councillors), Kentish Town
Police, Transport for London, Transition Kentish Town,
local landowners (including the Director of Murphy’s - the
construction company that occupies the industrial area to
the north of the railway) and more. On the evening of the
third day the Prince’s Foundation reported the results of
the workshop to roughly 75 members of the public.
f) The Forum is engaging with the Helen Hamlyn Creative
Citizens’ Project. This aims to help local organizations to
connect better with their communities.
Caroline Hill and John Nicholson
Chair and Secretary of Kentish Town Neighbourhood
Forum
17 October 2012

NEIGHBOURHOOD PLANNING
IN KENTISH TOWN
Notice of receipt of Applications for a Neighbourhood
Forum and Neighbourhood Area
A Kentish Town community group has applied to Camden
Council to be formally designated as a neighbourhood forum
and set the boundary of their neighbourhood area, in
accordance with the Neighbourhood Planning Regulations 2012.
The Council is consulting residents and other interested
stakeholders on these applications.
How does this affect me?
If the applications are agreed by the Council, the Kentish Town
Neighbourhood Forum can write a ‘neighbourhood plan’ for the
area.
A neighbourhood plan is a statutory planning document setting
out general planning policies for the development and use of
land in a neighbourhood.
To view the applications and for further information on how to
respond to this consultation, please go to:
www.camden.gov.uk/neighbourhoodplanning
Comments must be received by 20th December 2012
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ACCEPTANCES BY STAKEHOLDERS 31 January 2013
Camden Strategic Planning
Jennifer Walsh
Camden Transport Team
Tim Long
Camden Place Plan &
Investment Team
Sara Dilmamode
Camden Councillors
Cllr. Georgia Gould
Cllr. Meric Apak
Cllr. Phil Jones
Kentish Town Safer
Neighbourhoods Team
Sergeant Peter K. Ryan
Schools
François-Xavier Gabet (Collège
Français Bilingue de Londres)
Alun Rhydderch (Collège Français
Bilingue de Londres Trustee)
Religious establishments
The Greek Orthodox Cathedral of
St Andrew
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KTNF Forum Advisors
Alice Brown
Christopher Cross
Richard Burton
Mireille Burton
Hilary Barnes
Alan Morris
Kentish Town Business
Carmen Bishop (Boma)
Ghassan Eid (Phoenicia)
Joel Czopor (The Grafton)
Jon Matthews (Assembly House)
Wendy Sinclair (Kentish Canteen)
Landowners
Paul Brosnahan, J Murphy
Landlords
Pieter Conradie (Fortess Road
landlord)
James Peasnell (Fortess Road
Agent)
Pieter Conradie (Fortess Road
landlord)
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Landowners
Paul Brosnahan, Murphy Group
Transport for London
Steve Kearns TFL
London Overground
Sam Russell LOROL
Dartmouth Park NF
David Cronin (evening)
Community Centres and Youth
Clubs
Ibrahim Isse (evening) (Somali
Youth Centre)
Anne Neale (Crossroads
Women’s Centre)
“Mayor of London – Put NW5
on the Cycle Hire map”
Tim Sowula
MAMA Forum (venue)
Liz Large (manager)
Darren Maddox (bars manager)
Camden New Journal
Dan Carrier
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Decision details
Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum and Area Application
(CENV/2013/08)

• Find out more about this issue
Decision maker: Cabinet
Decision status: Recommendations Approved
Is Key decision?: Yes
Is subject to call in?: Yes

Decision:
RESOLVED –
(i)
(ii)

THAT the designation of the Kentish Town Neighbourhood Area be agreed as per the application in Annex 1
and 2, pursuant to Section 61G of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990; and
THAT the designation of the Kentish Town Neighbourhood Forum be agreed as per the application in Annex 1,
pursuant to section 61F of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990.

REASONS
For the reasons set out in the report
Publication date: 11/04/2013
Date of decision: 10/04/2013
Decided at meeting: 10/04/2013 - Cabinet
Effective from: 19/04/2013
Accompanying Documents:
• Item 10 - Kentish Town neighbourhood forum and area application
• Item 10 - Annex 1 - Application PDF 43 KB
• Item 10 - Annex 2 - Proposed Area PDF 2 MB
• Item 10 - Annex 3 - Constitution PDF 25 KB
• Item 10 - Annex 4 - checklist PDF 17 KB
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PDF 175 KB
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DRAFT WORKING & SHOPPING POLICIES FEEDBACK 07.12.13
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DRAFT PLANNING & DESIGN POLICIES FEEDBACK 07.12.13
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DRAFT HOUSING POLICIES FEEDBACK 07.12.13
DRAFT HOUSING POLICY 21
Site policy for future development of the Veolia site,
HolmesRoad / Spring Place
Like: 24 Don’t like: 0
Comments
•Social housing and facilities like nursery, health centre
•Should definitely be used for housing BUT does this area
include the Council depot as well?
•Affordable housing
•Keep as much affordable and social as possible
•Yes to key worker housing or affordable rental but not to
include sale outside area.
•Good idea for social housing
•Mixture of housing / affordable workshop space. Live / work?
•Vital
•If it became available for housing CFBL might be
interested in a sport/multifunction facility in basement.
•So long as it is keeping with the area – not flimsy
•If site was available OK. But it’s vitally useful to have a
recycling centre here, we need it

Like: 17 Don’t like: 4
Comments
•Social housing on top but good sound insulation
•If this is proceeded with the whole triangle including the
hire company and 2/3 shops must be taken as one site
even if compulsory purchase required.
•Already development at Piano yard
•Pocket park and keep it
•This is strange
•Keep Fire Station in any development
•Area already getting v dense eg piano development and
Greenwood Place. Do not want high rise and dense. Need
some green space.
•Keep low rise. Provide workshop and studio space
•Vital
•Must keep Fire Station
•So long as Fire Station stays – there is space for some
development.
•OK to develop some, but keep some space for firemen to
exercise outdoors

DRAFT HOUSING POLICY 22
Site policy for future development at Frideswide Place
/ Kentish Town Library
Like: 20 Don’t like: 0
Comments
•Social housing or workshops
•As much affordable and social housing as possible
•Potential for mixed use with GL business/commercial and
housing above. Consider live-work and creative indy start ups.
•Vital
•Library is a vital resource. Where would it go?

DRAFT HOUSING POLICIES
general / overall / other comments
•Prefer social housing, the need is immense in Camden
•Generally, do we simply support all of Camden’s policies
regarding proportion of private/social housing?
•Gottfried Mews already earmarked for development
•We need current planning zones B1 etc
•We need future employment land before ? uses equitably
•We need future housing numbers needs before ? uses
•We need to retain some employment and services in the
area. Too much housing development without an
expansion of services would overload the area.
•Need more affordable housing as average 1 bed flat on
KT is £308k. Affordable housing shouldn’t be the same as
social nor should they always be together. •Don’t want to
over build though no high rises.
•Re-develop or knock down and rebuild in sympathetic
style to Victorian buildings in the area. •Use for private
accommodation not office space apply to all these
buildings. No more social housing or student
accommodation.
•All these things are vital!
•General comment on all these areas. Let’s not lose the
character that makes it a pleasant place to live. KT cannot
afford to infill every spare space with housing especially
high rise because it is fairly open and spacious with large
green areas such as Hampstead Heath and Highgate
Woods adjacent. The last thing we would want to do is
make the density too ‘inner city’ and lose the character that
makes it open, tree-lined and spacious in feeling. Eg
building above the fire station would not fit the general lowrise nature of the main road up to the Heath.

DRAFT HOUSING POLICY 23
Site policy for future development of York Mews /
Section House / Police Station land
Like: 21 Don’t like: 1
Comments
•Social housing
•Affordable housing
•As much affordable and social housing as possible
•Potential for major re-development here. High density. Need
to be accompanied by suitable urban-design and public realm.
•No need to demolish building. Keep and re-use for
mixture of housing and workshop space.
•Vital
•This is outrageous that it’s empty. So many homeless
people who need homes. V shocked.
•Need more info
DRAFT HOUSING POLICY 24
Site policy for future development of the Fire Station,
Highgate Road
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DRAFT GETTING AROUND POLICIES FEEDBACK 07.12.13
GETTING AROUND POLICY 29
Ensure any development in the Kentish Town Industry
Area (Regis Road) is conditional on improving the
environment of the area. In particular re-instating eastwest and north-south access for pedestrians and
cyclists into and through the area.
Like: 35 Don’t Like: 1
Comments
•Yes yes yes yes yes!
•There was a public footpath from the Woodyard Close
estate to Regis Road which has been (several years ago)
blocked by Murphys
•With 2 schools in Holmes Road and 1 police station it is
important to improve east-west routes for bikes and
pedestrians
•I agree with all of this
•Regis Rd is already orderly and well laid out. Access as
suggested is good
•Cycle link Regis Road – Holmes Road cutting out KT High St
•But a long longstanding issue re access from Spring Place
/ Arctic St. Is the power of private ownership so intractable?
•There are policies relating to Regis Rd in several parts of
the plan (eg design). It might be an idea to combine them.
•As a pedestrian the postal depot & recycling schemes are a
long way to walk! If there is a shorter route in I’d fully support it
•Blue cycle route from Highgate to Central London
•Including cycle paths for safe cycling (also for kids) would
be great
•Camden Cycling Campaign are v interested
•Not everyone can cycle – 1. age 2. infirmity 3.luggage, not a
lot of thought by cyclists for those who don’t.
•Gated link between Spring Place and Regis Road Estate
should be reopened
GETTING AROUND POLICY 30
Any new development to consider incorporating
stations for bicycle hire
Like: 22 Don’t Like: 5
Comments
•Should not ‘crowd out’ public space
•? Encourage residents to hire their own bikes & include
bike stores with their homes
•Station canopy area?
•And more ordinary bike stands would be good
•Too many bikes! This is London not Amsterdam
GETTING AROUND POLICY 31
Accessibility of transport hubs at KT West & KT stations.
Any development plans at these 2 venues should
directly address the issue of creating step-free access.
Like:30 Don’t Like: 0
Comments
•Steps at KT station are really steep and need resurfacing
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DRAFT GREEN & OPEN SPACES POLICIES / PROJECTS FEEDBACK
07.12.13

•Also make new exit from KT station rail into Leighton Rd
and plus get Midland Mainline to stop and allow
passengers at KT Rd access
•Very important. Mothers and pushchairs and the ageing
population cannot access Overground at W K/Town or First
Capital Connect at KT due to staircase access only.
•Lifts needed at KT First Capital Connect station
•Lift from KT station to railway lines urgently needed.
•Must be inclusive
•Lifts for Capital First are overdue and there is plenty of space
GETTING AROUND POLICY 32
Ensure the footbridge over the railway line at Ingestre
Rd/Churchill Rd is maintained /improved as an
important pedestrian link in conjunction with any
development in the vicinity around Ingestre Estate or
Little Green St/College Lane.
Like: 30 Don’t Like: 0
Comments
•The bridge is a nightmare for families with children in
pushchairs, age and it is a very dark and scary space. Yet
as a shortcut to tube stations it is invaluable. Some
redevelopment will be very welcome.
•Potential for ramped access for bicycles and prams etc
•Lighting should be improved too
•Should be improved anyway threatening to walk
•Could include a bike ramp
•Camden Cycling Campaign v interested
•Would be good to include facility to transport bicycles over
the footbridge more easily
•The footbridge is in a bad state and poorly lit at night. Any
development of Ingestre Road is welcome (I am a resident)
but the Conservation Volunteers were not supported by
locals, nor endeavours to grow vegetables on the estate.
•Definitely needs to be better lit.
GETTING AROUND POLICY 33
Introduce significant traffic calming measures or
introduce revised routing to known ‘rat-runs’ at
Angler’s Lane and Sandall Road.
Like: 23 Don’t Like: 4
Comments
•Camden Cycling Campaign are very interested in this
•Get rid of one way systems in Leighton Rd etc and no
entry to roads leading off KT Rd
•Contra flow bike lane Angler’s Lane
•Angler’s Lane has already traffic calming measure but yes
(like) Sandall Road
•Will require Police/Camden co-operation re enforcement
•So long as the solution doesn’t become another road’s
problem
•There are too many speed bumps around already
Anglers Lane no Sandall Road yes
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Online comments on Kentish Town Online Neighbourhood Plan

KTNF Neighbourhood Plan public meeting Q&A discussion notes
07.12.2013
HH ‘Spot’ Notes, Q & A Session, KTNF Public
Meeting, 7th December 2013
(Note; These are not minutes, only HH personal
notes taken on the spot.)
Q. How long KTNF?
A. Forum approved 6 months ago, but working for 18
months. Can now draft policies. Neighbourhood plan
has statutory powers.
Q. What is Process?
A. Forum can now produce a plan. Draft to go to
Council for comment and approval . Must go to
independent examiner – 6 weeks. Then
Referendum. Caroline explains history of public
meetings and street engagements.
Q. Who writes plan?
A. Separate groups worked on the six main topics –
now after today’s comments these all brought
together.
Q. Will affordable housing cause job loss at Regis Rd.?
A. Don’t want job loss – can put mixed housing
above employment use.
Q. Policy wishes rather than definite plan?
A. Plan has life of 15 years, can be amended after 5
years. Can see policies as ‘What if’? – meaning what
if sites become available for redevelopment, then
this is what the community wants to see in new
development.
Q. Status of plans?
A. At least 15 to go through referendum.
Complicated locally as Camden still in process of
revising their Plan, and KT Neighbourhood Plan
must comply with Camden’s and The National
Planning Policy Framework. Camden set down
requirement for 50% affordable housing for any large
residential scheme.
Q. Can small infill sites be put on a map?
A. Yes.
Q. Working / Shopping group lacks locations for
more future employment?
A. Limited opportunity, except for Murphy & Regis
Rd. sites. KT has both large and small employers –
want to retain this mix. Also want mixed development
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unlike ex Jewish Free School site which only has
housing. (Actually it includes sports/ leisure).
National policy for change of use from office to
residential mentioned.

(N.B. Spelling, grammar etc. not

Q. What about more schools and GP services?
A. Council wide policies cover this.

1: IDEAS FOR SITE SPECIFIC
PROJECTS FOR KENTISH TOWN

Q. Can South Kentish Town Tube Station be
reopened?
A. TfL say too expensive, but new development
suggests this would be worth fighting for.

Slide 1: Ideas for site specific
projects
Do you use these places?
Do you have ideas of how they
could be improved? Click on the map
to find out more about each one and
leave your feedback.

Q. Can plan be more pro-active on traffic and
transport?
A. Role of plan is primarily used for assessing
response to planning applications.
Q. How are policies paid for?
A. CIL money. Forum will be consulted on priority for
spending 25% of money received after planning
consent granted for new development. eg. This could
pay for pedestrian improvements. Also potential cash
from Community Assets.
Q. What about Public toilets in High Street and cycle
ways?
A. Conversations on going with Camden re: funding
Q. Can forum make representations higher than the
local Council on matters such as air and noise
pollution.
A. The process is as described before.
Q Any contact with neighbouring forums, eg
Dartmouth Park.
A. Yes with all. Memoranda of Understanding signed.
Q. Are Plans actual or aspirational?
A. Planning system works on basis of approving
applications that are submitted.
Q. How does Plan respond to change?
A. Plan lasts for 15 years, but Forum can renew it.
However Forum survives for 5 years then must
reapply to council for consent to continue.
Neighbourhood Councils can be democratically
elected by local communities; powers are within the
Localism Act.
Ends.

altered.)
FIVE SEPARATE ROOMS

3 comments
Nell Godwin
perhaps and independent cinema or
theatre
Nell Godwin
we need more affordable housing
because people will be forced to
move away
lola kenworthy (Eleanor Palmer Primary)
i think that maybe working on one
project at a time would be easier as you
would be fixated on that one building.
Slide 2: Frideswide Place
Frideswide Place is behind Kentish
Town station, just off Islip St. It is
owned by the council and one day will
be developed. What would you like to
see here?
Which other Mews would you
prefer Frideswide Place to look like?
What scale do you think the
development should be? 2 storeys? 3
storeys? 5 storeys?
8 comments
Maria Iturri
I think there should be access to the
station from here. I would have trees,
vertical planting, roof gardens with a
mixture of shops and cafes

Nell Godwin
very run down we need to spruce it up
Daniel Gould
3 storeys with a mixture of housing,
private units helping to pay for
affordable ones.
Liz S
2 storeys with high ceilings and plenty
of space with roof terraces for better
quality of life
Gregory Munson
This should be developed as high
density private housing according to
the NPPF because the country needs
housing. Let inventive architects
innovate.
Harriet Atkinson
Housing which fronts on to that street,
to make it feel safer (especially at
night) would be good. However, it
should be modest in scale so it
doesn't encroach on Kentish Town
School play spaces
Robert Goldsmith
given the fabulous transport links of
kentish town I think density in
development should be allowed
whenever reasonable - such a her. So
3 storeys. with at least one affordable
housing.
Anneke Elwes
Ideally 2 storeys to keep them mewsstyle. Some well designed social
housing would be good and maybe
also a few inderpendent shops to run
parallell with the high street
Slide 3: Kentish Town Square
What would you like to see in Kentish
Town Square?

pedestrian traffic go through the middle
and keep them away from the road,
apart from the crossings of course.
Perhaps a fence along the side of the
road with space for small pop up stalls
along it. I'd also like to see the units be
appointed to businesses on some kind
of rotation or voting system where they
get a 6 month lease but we can choose
who they are.
Robert Goldsmith
Sadly this is such a busy intersection I
cant see this working unless the cars
are put in a tunnel or the whole
square as some raised area. Better to
floor over...
Roly W
I agree with this.
Lucy Foster (Eleanor Palmer Primary)
It would look nice to have more greenery
as well as cafe's under the shelter
Anneke Elwes
more stalls and greenery
Maria Iturri
I love the idea of the square, it can be
done, KT needs space without traffic.
Traffic is awful, here, dangerous and
so frustrating for anyone living here, it
needs to be tackled.
Daniel Gould
It's a busy and necessary intersection
that can be tweaked but made into a
Square? That's just not realistic.
Liz S
Encourage the traffic to go down
Archway Road instead?

11 comments

Liz S
It would make a good focal point for
the area. Need to regulate traffic for it
to work

Roly W
It would be better to have the

Gregory Munson
Any "square" should be beside rather
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than at the road intersection which is
an important route into and out of
London. So by all means deck over
the platforms but do not impair road
traffic. This goes for other such sites
around London.

group that has lobbied these shops and
is providing support. We are concerned
that their rentsrates are increasing
unsustainably and we want to
encourage food shops like the new
meat and fish shops.

Harriet Atkinson
This is a great idea but because it is a
really crucial traffic junction in four
directions I can't see how there could
be a much greater level of
pedestrianisation without the traffic
flow being impaired and enormous
tail-backs happening up and down
those routes. Would be great to see
more regular stalls under the market
place in addition to The Last Bean
and Natasha's flowers

Liz S
this needs encouraging as there are
many promising new shops and cafes
which improve the area (though need
to keep some local shops for the
mobility impaired to still do their
shopping). Need to ensure rents not
allowed to get out of control

Slide 4: Shops on Fortess Road
and west Brecknock Road
Do you use the shops on Fortess
Road and west side of Brecknock
Road? There is a risk that they could
become non-retail, e.g., betting shops
or estate agents.
Do you think that the shops in
Fortess Road and the west side of
Brecknock Road need help? And if so,
how?
6 comments
sam turpin (Eleanor Palmer Primary)
the shops on fortess road were pretty
feeble but now the standards are
really going up we have a good
quality ice cream place that is very
popular (ruby violet) . also we have a
nice butchers and fish shop, and
stingray. but the flats look so messy
we need to fix that
Daniel Gould
The western, lower end of Fortess
Road is a dead space, commercially.
Turn it residential, thus helping with the
housing shortage and consolidating the
popularity and importance of centres of
commercial activity along Kentish Town
road and further up Fortess Road
nearer Tufnell Park tube.
John Hauxwell
"Friends of Fortess Road" is a local
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Gregory Munson
Shopping should be consolidated in
Kentish Town Road. Tertiary shops
should be converted to residential.
The country needs housing. People
increasingly shop online. The centre
of London is not far away. Supporting
Kentish Town Road makes it more
viable as a retail centre.
Charlie Beckett
There is a growth in green grocers,
ice cream, butchers as well as cafes
so I think the mix is quite healthy
Slide 5: Camden Community Law
Centre
This magnificent large building has
potential for lots of uses in the future
(e.g. theatre). What would you like to
see it become?
What groups do you think could
use it?
Would you like to see additional
use as: a. Housing? b. Offices
8 comments
Maria Iturri
Theatre or independent cinema would
be fantastic.
Daniel Gould
It should be sold for private housing,
ensuring the council get a good price
for it and a decent redevelopment is
carried out.
Liz S
offices, performance space, some

live-work units. the road is quite busy
so not ideal for housing. Camden to
keep hold of it, ideally
Gregory Munson
If it is owned by the Council and
underused or superfluous it should be
sold for redevelopment on the open
market which will determine the most
needed use.
Liz S
the market doesn't always determine
the most needed use, rather the most
profitable. They are often different.
Harriet Atkinson
It would be great if it could be either
affordable housing or offices for a
community-focused organisation.
robert goldsmith
affordable housing would be fine
Anneke Elwes
Always good to have performance
spaces such as theatre or cinema (but
hopefully we'll be getting that at old
Pizza Express building. Above would
make good flats.
Slide 6: Kentish Town Industrial Area
Our proposal for the future of the
Regis Road site and Murphy site, if
they are ever to be redeveloped, is
mixed use development – housing
and industry/business.
i) Regis Road Site: Do you agree that
the same amount of workshops and
industrial use should be retained
today at ground level with affordable
housing above?
ii) Murphy Site: Do you agree that this
should be a mixed development
incorporating residential and industrial
use with a degree of landscaping?
iii) What do you think about
greater/better access from Arctic
Road into the Regis Road site? If this
was opened for cycling and
pedestrians would you use it?
6 comments
Maria Iturri
Access from Artic Road into Regis St

would be so useful, I definitely would
support it
Liz S
I would like to see more workspaces
than residential as this will benefit the
neighbourhood more allowing small
businesses to locate a develop here.
So workshop spaces that would be
suitable for useful local businesses eg
mechanics, carpentry, musical
instrument manufacture and repair,
artisan food.
Above I would like to see artists'
studios with controlled rents and
some exhibition spaces. then finally
some affordable housing, including
units large enough for families, and of
course some landscaping
Emmy Doye
I would definitely use a 'cut through' to
Regis Rd. Anywhere that you can find
room to build social houseing should
be encouraged. Affordable in Camden
is a misnomer
Gregory Munson
If there is a need for employment use
this is a good site for it but the open
market will determine the best use for
it. Currently it is a commercial site and
I forsee this continuing but I see no
reason why other uses could not
accommodate the airspace above as
a lot of it is single storey which is a
wasteful use of land especially in
central London.
robert goldsmith
Maybe. But given the potential noise
from the industrial units and such a
large site why not just have a new
affordable housing estate separated
from the industry.
Anneke Elwes
Mixed use would be good and good
opportunity for housing
Slide 7: Greening of Kentish Town
station platforms
We are keen to encourage the
greening of Kentish Town station.
Would you be happy to see the
disused large planters on Kentish

Town station platforms re-established
with planting like the example in the
picture here?
Can you think of other areas that
could benefit from similar planting?
9 comments
sam turpin
this is an amazing example of what
we can achieve in kentish town not
many stations have nice good looking
plants in them if we get more of this in
kentish town it will give kentish town a
nicer look so people want to come
that means more jobs more money
therefore a nicer place
Nell Godwin
i agree there should be more plants
and nicer benches so people are
drawn to it and more people volunteer
for jobs and people can enjoy there
wait for their train
Anneke Elwes
This would be excellent
Maria Iturri
there are so many places that would
benefit from this sort of planting in KT,
particularly along some corners in Islip
St/Caversham/Garisford roads
Liz S
how about highgate road south of the
railway bridge by GP practice
Gregory Munson
Lovely idea and to be encouraged to
make Kentish Town more attractive to
those who use the station but a
guerrilla gardener or sponsor must do
it. The country is broke and I don't
want my taxes spent on it thank you.
Harriet Atkinson
Agree - think this would be excellent
(perhaps sharing skills or knowledge,
etc, with other Capital Growth spaces
around Kentish Town).
Olivia B
a year ago commented on a slide
This is an excellent idea and
something which should be able to be

accomplished at relatively low cost
(and could even be sponsored by
local businesses
robert goldsmith
a year ago commented on a slide
Are there tube trains above ground?
Everywhere possible should be
planted
Slide 8: Green Gateways on
Kentish Town road junctions
We have a proposal to enhance the
junctions at Islip Street, Caversham
Road, Gaisford Street and Patshull
Road with additional trees, planting,
seating and bicycle parking to provide
breathing spaces for people shopping
and working on Kentish Town Road.
Space could be increased by closing
one or two parking bays at each road
end and providing business parking
further along the roads.
How would you use these green
gateways? Is it worth closing one or
two parking bays to create these new
garden areas close to Kentish Town
Road?
Can you think of other areas that
could benefit from a similar scheme?
8 comments
Anneke Elwes
a year ago commented on a slide
Yes I like this idea - more flowers,
benches and greenery on Kentish
Town road would enhance the street.
Maria Iturri
Kentish town needs more green,
communal fruit trees, with raised beds
and... less cars
Nell Godwin
i agree lol
Gregory Munson
a year ago commented on a slide
I think this will clutter junctions and
encourage dog fouling, drunks and
litter so should be resisted.
Harriet Atkinson
Yes - like this idea a lot and more bike
parking would be useful.
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Olivia B
Agree this would be excellent. It
would make the immediate area so
much more attractive that it could offer
a positive way for local businesses to
invest in the neighbourhood or could
be maintained by local residents or
schools.
robert goldsmith
earth takeaway's are very yummy so
nice to be able to eat them
somewhere
helen chapman
yes more green spaces off the high
street would be great and hopefully
deter the fly tipping that we have to
struggle with living off patshul road
Slide 9: Lupton Street: Creating a
community space
We are considering how the space by
the school on Lupton Street might be
enhanced by removing the bollards
and adding green elements.
What suggestions do you have for
enhancing the road?
Are there other roads/spaces in
Kentish Town that could also benefit
from a similar scheme?
4 comments
rahi quayeem (Eleanor Palmer primary)
kids play in the home zone like
football
sam turpin (Eleanor Palmer primary)
its good out there more trees an
plants should be added but not
directly outside of the school because
kids like to play football and different
games out there
Lucy Foster (Eleanor Palmer primary)
The homezone is great, but no one
comes to do the weeds
Paul Knight
Around Acland Burghley is in
desperate need of this sort of
enhancement....some bright spark
there has just decided on easyJet
orange as the new colour for their
wall. A low quality airline colour is an
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odd choice considering the school is
looking to improve among other things
it's image.

space, and how would you suggest it
could be improved?
9 comments

Slide 10: Kelly Street
Would you use this seating area?
Where Kelly Street meets Prince of
Wales Road there is an existing public
seat in an unusual circular form, with
one mature and one new tree. We
propose to enhance this space with
raised beds and further seating and
potentially closing some of the parking
spaces to develop the area.
Would you support reducing the
parking spaces to increase the size of
the area?
5 comments
Daniel Gould
You could improve the area with more
seating and raised beds without
reducing the parking available. I don't
think the latter is necessary at all.
Liz S
how about a small cafe? this would
encourage people to use the space
and prevent vandalism. landscaped
public seating area
robert goldsmith
A very sunny spot. why not enlarge it
as much as possible and remove all
the parking at the end of kelly street.
maybe some gym equipment courtesy
of BETTER
Liz S
good idea
Gregory Munson
This should be used for much needed
housing. It attracts derelicts and litter
and is frequently vandalised. Larger
and more enjoyable open spaces are
nearby eg. Castlehaven.
Slide 11: Falkland Place
We are suggesting that it might be
possible to improve the appearance of
the railings around the Falkland Place
play space to make it more attractive
and inviting. What are your views on
the current appearance of the play

Anneke Elwes
Traditional low black railings like the
other side would be a definite
improvement
Nell Godwin
there needs to be some kind of sign
or notice to not drop litter and the
parks should be spruced up because
the parks look very run down
Florence (Eleanor Palmer Primary
Schoo)l
The council should make the park and
street cleaner and more child friendly
the big iron bars aren't very attractive
which means some children may not
want to go there. here should be more
bins for rubbish due to the fact that
there is lots of rubbish is on the floor.
Lucy Foster (Eleanor Palmer Primary
Schoo)l
RUBBISH ON THE FLOOR
Mary Dickins
Need to make this area feel safer
Gregory Munson
The railings are there and perform a
function. Money should be better
spent on more important things.
Repaint them fine but the country is
broke... Get it?
Harriet Atkinson
No need for such big railings - would
be good if they matched other side,
which are high enough to keep small
children inside.
Olivia B
For very local residents (Leverton St.,
Leverton Place, Falkland Place) the
higher railings are essential because
they make it harder for late night
drinkers to climb over and use the
playground. However, planters on the
playground side of the railings,
planted with creepers to hide the
worst of the railings, and painting the

railings green/black would improve
the appearance. If funds available, an
update of both playgrounds with more
wooden play furniture / planted
spaces / green bouncy tarmac instead
of concrete would improve the look of
the whole area.

decking over these railway lines with
housing and a green route above?

robert goldsmith
Paint them black and dig a planter
bed for creepers.

Graeme Durham
I strongly object to this idea. There is
a beautiful open view to Hampstead
Heath which will be blocked by
oversized modern development. The
scale of this development is massive.
This will spoil the character of Kentish
Town. This scheme was put forward
by the KNF committee who invited a
property developer's engineer to sell
this idea, and is not as result of public
consultation.

Slide 12: Ingestre Road and
Churchill Road bridge
Have you any ideas of how this
footbridge could be made more
accessible and safer to use?
5 comments
Liz S
ramp for bike and wheelchairs (not
sure how this would work with existing
bridge though)
Nell Godwin
i agree on many bridges or stairways
there are easily accesible ways to get
a wheelchair or bike safely and easily
across the bridge
sam turpin (Eleanor Palmer Primary
School)
this NEEEDS to be changed it is a
week bridge covered in graffiti
imagine if this were to collapse when
a train was going by that would not
end well!
Lucy Foster(Eleanor Palmer Primary
School)
Covered with graffiti NOT
GOOD!!!!!!!!!!!!!
John Hauxwell
This bridge is a disgrace. What can
be done with it?
Slide 13: Decking over the railway
lines
Decking over the railway lines from
Gospel Oak over the Industrial Estate
to Highgate Road and from Kentish
Town Station to Camden Road –
housing and green route.
What do you think of the idea of

Charlie Beckett
great idea - especially if it creates a
cycleway

9 comments
Roly W
Great idea

Anneke Elwes
Love it! Like the New York High Line?
Could there be a cycle path to the
Heath?
2. DESIGN PRINCIPLES FOR
KENTISH TOWN
Slide 1: Favourite building?
Do you have a favourite building
outside the Conservation Areas
(purple areas on the map) that you’d
like to see protected? Please mark it
on the map and leave a comment
about why it interests you.
2 comments

Maria Iturri
Please, please. The space is
screaming for it. It is such an obvious
use of the space, it would link KT with
the heath, it would create cycling
alternative routes to Hampstead and
NW, It would reduce congestion and
KT would be so much more pleasant
to live in.

Aleyna Yildiz (Eleanor Palmer Primary)
I really like the way Kentish town is
set up, it has changed now, and it has
a bakery, butchers and other townly,
welcoming shops. This has proved
that some changes are actually really
good.

Mary Dickins
Seems an innovative ides

lola kenworthy (Eleanor Palmer Primary)
i also agree with you aleyna. there are
great bakerys and shops as
sainsburys, waitrose, morrisons.

John Hay
Love this idea
Gregory Munson
Airspace over railway lines should be
shared with other uses. The country
needs housing. Railtrack should sell
the air space on the open market to
developers to deck over and use to
suit local needs.
robert goldsmith
Yes - spend the money on this and
not some repaving of the Leighton
Road / Kentish Town Road
intersection. Dog litter baskets and
bags please.Would be fab if the bike
route extended to the top of Camley
Street to extend that fabulous quiet
route and/or this new cycle way
should have an exit to the east of
Camden Road

Slide 2: Small and infill sites
These sites are big enough for a
house or more than one house – do
you know anywhere similar? Please
click on the picture to mark it on the
map and comment.
No comments.
Slide 3: Shop windows in Kentish
Town
Where do you think there are ‘ugly’
shopfronts, ones that you feel could be
more attractive or shops obscured by
advertisements so you can’t see inside.
Please click on the picture to mark
them on the map and leave a
comment on how you think these
could be improved?
6 comments
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clio whittaker
Tesco's frontage is a depressing and
ugly prospect

APPENDIX 14
and the design is of the highest
architectural quality.
5 comments

Leo (Eleanor Palmer Primary)
Blustons has had the same dress for
about 3 years.
Lucy Foster (Eleanor Palmer Primary)
The pound stretcher needs to have a
better design and colour. :)
Izzy (Eleanor Palmer Primary)
The pound stretcher needs a better
design and colour. :)
Lucy Foster (Eleanor Palmer Primary)
some shops are quite tacky! to
improve this redesign them with a
more modern look and kind of make
them inviting because at the moment
some shops are uninviting and just
look TACKY!!!!!!!
Liz S
Need to work with the shopkeeper to
help them design shop fronts that look
good and are suitable for the
business. ideally use more natural
materials and less plastic. More
interesting fonts. i think the problem is
that people are "visually illiterate" and
don't have an understanding of how to
make the shop look good, which is
why they need help and some ideas.
Need a system for working with them
which avoids forcing designs on them
/ being patronising and encourages
them to be more imaginative. some
just don't care of course!
compare shops in Leyton which were
redone fro the olympics. this has had
a lasting positive effect
Slide 4: Modern building design
Which of these modern buildings do
you prefer?
KTNF would like to encourage
modern design where appropriate and
in particular where immediate
neighbours support it. KTNF supports
high quality modern design. Modern
design will therefore be welcome
where the height and massing of the
new development or extension is in
keeping with the surrounding area
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Mary Dickins
I feel that the Talacre building is an
example of the kind of unaffordable
and intrusive development that should
be discouraged
Mary Dickins
I prefer this type of design as it blends
with existing buildings
Liz S
all look good, though talacre trying to
squeeze too much in to the space. I like
natural materials, exiting new designs,
not too dense, good quality building
materials and attention to detail
Anneke Elwes
Islip St School and James Wigg
practice
Angela Koch
we like a lot.
Slide 5: Buildings unsympathetic to
the area's character
What do you think of buildings that
are unsympathetic to the character of
the area they are in?
Can you think of any other examples?
How do you think they could be
improved?

means that lots of offices are being
converted into houses, and not
being replaced, for example, Linton
House on Highgate Road recently
lost several offices to residential.
We think that Kentish Town needs a
mix of offices of different sizes—
providing employment for both local
people and those from further
afield.
2 comments
Daniel Gould
Linton House hasn't yet lost any
offices to residential though another
application is in the works.
Liz S
keep the offices. no more housing.
maybe some more workshop spaces
and services (eg the dance school
and nursery). more cafes, maybe
some independent retail
Slide 7: Map of Kentish Town
Click on a location on the map to add
a comment or leave a suggestion.
Use the magnifying glass icon to
zoom in and out.
2 comments
Angela Koch
Here is space for large property
possibly even with space for local
employment opportunities. (Southern
corner of Bartholomew Road.)

2 comments
Mina Pandi
There should be guidance for signage
production before installed on store
fascias. Regarding buildings that are
"unsympathetic" usually a paint job is
the most cost effective.
Joe (Eleanor Palmer Primary)
It is too scruffy and the cashino sould
be swaped out for something else
Slide 6: Retaining offices
Do you want offices of a mix of sizes
to be retained, and not all converted
to housing in Kentish Town?
At present government proposal

Angela Koch
Here is space for a home. (Eastern
end of Lawford Road.)
3: PRIORITIES FOR HOUSING

JunFam Chong (Eleanor Palmer)
I think that some of the housings
should be more affordable and I also
think that they should make more
simple buildings.
lola kenworthy (Eleanor Palmer
Primary School)
i think that people should create more
priorities if they need it. like if there
was a building breaking down i would
say they would need something. :)
Nina (Eleanor Palmer Primary School)
Personally I think that it could be a
good idea to extend this building,
making more affordable homes. But it
does depend on the costs and
whether these houses can actually be
bought by regular citizens who can't
buy 1,000,000 pound houses.
izzy (Eleanor Palmer Primary School)
true though they would have to keep it
cheap
Laura Suarez Garcia
Affordable and sustainable housing
for both buying/renting
Mary Dickins
Housing should be truly affordable for
those currently being squeezed out of
the area. The word 'affordable' is often
used to describe prices and rents that
are out of reach for many people
Daniel Gould
Is private housing not even an option
in your list? Says it all really.
John Hay
Affordable housing feels crucial given
current prices

There is a limited amount of land
available in Kentish town. If any does
come available, which type of housing
do you think should be prioritised?
a) affordable housing
b) elders accommodation
c) key workers (teachers, nurses etc)
d) student accommodation
e) rented accommodation

Liz S
1.good quality elders housing given
the changing demographic in UK
2. affordable family housing
3. key worker housing including for
families

11 comments

Public Visitor

Anneke Elwes
affordable & key workers

Affordable, elders and key workers in
that order. I very much hope that Kentish
Town can remain a mixed community
and fear that the rising house prices
means its character changing so that
only the very rich can afford to live here.
4: IDEAS FOR HOW TO IMPROVE
FACILITIES IN KENTISH TOWN
Slide 1: Out of hours use of school
facilities
Would you use school facilities out of
hours if they were available to you
(e.g. meeting spaces, sports facilities,
playground)?
3 comments
lola kenworthy (Eleanor Palmer)
yes. after school there is a play centre
and i go there and it is really
enjoyable as we play in the play
ground but not in the classes.
Liz S
evening classes for art, ceramics etc
kayak rolling in school swimming pool
(as in highbury)
Maria Iturri
I agree, evening classes, weekend
markets?
Slide 2: Public Toilets
Do you think there should be
accessible public toilets? Where do
you think they should go?
Click on the picture to mark on a
map where you think these could go?

There used to be a scheme whereby
local cafés allowed passers by to use
their facilities. Seemed like a good
solution.
Hilary Barnes
Great addition to KT and I don't mind
where they go as long as they are
central, accessible and don't have
those horrible automatic doors that
close you in.
Liz S
how about in the tube or rail station?
Liz S
maybe for people leaving the forum /
pubs, so near there. how about in front
of the church next to the forum as this
space underused. could agree with the
church. need to be open 24 hours
Public Visitor
Yes - public toilets needed near
Kentish Town tube station: at corner of
Highgate Road/Fortess Road OR
corner of Regis Road/Kentish Town
Road opposite the tube station.
Slide 3: Bicycle scheme
If the bicycle scheme were to be
extended were would be a good place
to put them? Please click on the
picture to mark on the map places you
think these should go.
11 comments after Slide 4.
Slide 4: Map of Kentish Town
Click on the map to make a comment
or add a suggestion

7 comments
11 comments
JunFam Chong (Eleanor Palmer)
I think that there should be toilets in
the tube/railway.
Mary Dickins
Currently no facility in KT
Should be one somewhere or local
business access scheme should be
resurrected
Daniel Gould
Weren't they all shut down because
they are too expensive to maintain?

Lucy Foster (Eleanor Palmer Primary)
I think that the bike that people use for
this location are NOT useful because
people can just buy bikes from the
bike shop in kentish town
izzy E.P (Eleanor Palmer Primary
if they had to go somewhere here but
to be honest there not used alot
Lucy Foster (Eleanor Palmer Primary)
maybe
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Maria Iturri
Near the station
KTNF Comms
Kentish Town West station would be a
good place to have bicycles
Daniel Gould
Yes
KTNF Comms
Could we have bicycles outside the
sports centre on Grafton Road just off
Prince of Wales road?
Daniel Gould
Yes, thought when they were doing up
the sports centre this would be a great
place for them.

1 comment
lola kenworthy (Eleanor Palmer)
i like costcutters but only to buy small
stuff. people who need something
quick and small can go to
convenience stores.
Slide 2: What’s your favourite local
corner shop or convenience store?
What outdoor spaces do you (or
your neighbours) use as impromptu
meeting spaces?
Why are these places important?
Click on the location on the map to
add one. Let us know it's name and
address and why it is of value to you.

Slide 3: Falkland Store
57 Falkland Road
No comments
Slide 4: The Village Store
62 Lawford Rd
No comments
Slide 5: Savers Mini Market
Corner of Bartholomew Rd and
Islip St
No comments
Slide 6: Leverton Stores
50 Leverton St

4 comments
1 comment

Anneke Elwes
Agree with suggestions below also
maybe on Kentish Town road in one
of the parking/loading bays?
KTNF Comms
Could we put bicycles outside the old
pizza express? – 187 kentish town rd,
corner of Kentish town rd and prince
of wales road
KTNF Comms
Frideswide Place would be a good
place for the bicycles? It is just behind
Kentish Town station which would be
handy.
5: NEIGHBOURHOOD NODES
Slide 1: Corner shops & convenience
stores
What’s your favourite local corner
shop or convenience store? Why?
Click on the picture to mark it on the
map, and let us know it’s name and
address? Do you think these shops
should be protected and, if so, why?
What outdoor spaces do you (or
your neighbours) use as impromptu
meeting spaces? Why are these
places important? What could make
them better?
Click on the picture to mark on the
map the places where you regularly
bump into neighbours and stop for a
chat (or have noticed that others do)?
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clio whittaker
St Benet's Garden is a small but
much-used beautiful green space that
is greatly appreciated by local people
of all ages. The care of the garden is
shared between Camden Council and
the Friends group

clio whittaker
Mehmet's shop is a great local asset
Slide 7: Leighton Food Centre
91 Leighton Rd
1 comment

John Langan
Kentish Town City Farm.
A fantastic community project for
everyone, no matter their age or
ability.. It's free and open every day
james beggs
This small area is a pedestrian
cross road of high urban and social
value with even greater potential.
Neglect followed by vandalism has
left this small area precariously at
the top of a slippery slope, and
requires a comprehensive plan to
halt the decay and to develop the
areas' full potential as a fantastic
breathing space.
james beggs
Little Green street and the continuing
space at the east of college lane is a
natural pedestrian meeting place.
Recently, the single bench seat was
vandalised by material from the near
by dilapidated tree enclosure, and
removed. LBC have long neglected to
maintain this small area of high urban
and social potential.

Mary Dickins
All of these local businesses should
be supported
Comment added at the end of all
the 5 rooms:
lola kenworthy says:
i personally think that number 3 and 5
really work well as people need
priorities if there house is run down.
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Statutory Consultation comments on the Draft Kentish Town
Neighbourhood Plan
LIST OF STATUTORY BODIES AND
LOCAL ORGANISATIONS
NOTIFIED ABOUT THE DRAFT
NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
ADDRESSES FROM CAMDEN
Philip.Wells@london.gov.uk
Barry Smith
(bsmith@westminster.gov.uk)
Lisa O'Donnell
(lodonel1@westminster.gov.uk
erik.nilsen@haringey.gov.uk
NECSU.enquiries@nhs.net
Jennifer.Peters@london.gov.uk
AndrewDorrian@tfl.gov.uk
Richardcarr@tfl.gov.uk
brian.odonnell@camden.gov.uk
forward.planning@barnet.gov.uk
ldf@brent.gov.uk
nick.lynch@barnet.gov.uk
neighbourhoodplanning@westminster
.gov.uk
tkimber@westminster.gov.uk,
bsmith@westmister.gov.uk,
lodonel1@westminster.gov.uk
plans@cityoflondon.gov.uk
ldf@islington.gov.uk
sakiba.gurda@islington.gov.uk
planningconsultation@coal.gov.uk
mail@homesandcommunities.co.uk
consultations@naturalengland.org.uk
northlondonplanning@environmentagency.gov.uk
londonplanningpolicy@englishheritage.org.uk
townplanningse@networkrail.co.uk
ha_info@highways.gsi.gov.uk
admin@ispa.org.uk
gary.wingrove@bt.com
info@ukmoa.org
barry.kelly@islington.gov.uk
NECSU.enquiries@nhs.net
William.roberts@camdenccg.nhs.uk
damien.holdstock@entecuk.co.uk
customerservice@britishgas.co.uk
townplanningpolicy@thameswater.co.uk
KTNF CONTACTS
CHURCHES
Our Lady Help of Christians:

kentishtown@rcdow.org.uk
St Luke’s: Jon March
jon@slkt.org.uk
St Benet & All Saints:
peterbanthony@hotmail.com
Kentish Town Congregational Church:
ktcong@easynet.co.uk
Hope Chapel – Church of Christ:
info@churchofchrist.org.uk
Luther Tyndale:
church@luthertyndale.org.uk
Christ Apostolic Church:
cacuk@btopenworld.com
St Andrew’s Greek Orthodox
Cathedral:
apostolosandreas@live.co.uk
RESIDENTS’ GROUPS
Bartholomew Road Residents
Association, Isky Gordon:
i.gordon@ucl.ac.uk
Inkerman Area Residents Association:
inkermanara@hotmail.com
Kelly Street Residents
Association:Rosemary Lewin
lewinr@gmail.com
Dartmouth Park Neighbourhood
Forum, Kay Hughes:
kay.lavington@gmail.com
North Camden Town Neighbourhood
Forum, Kate McLaren:
kate@kmclarendesign.com
Evangelist Road Residents
Association, Belinda Wakefield;
belindawakefield@hotmail.com
Torriano Cottages Association, Patsy
Ainger: patsy.newey@googlemail.com
Leighton Road Neighbourhood
Association, Joy Townsend:
joy.townsend@lshtm.ac.uk
Bartholomew Estate and Kentish
Town Conservation Area Advisory
Committee, Celia Goreham:
Celia@nice06.fsnet.co.uk
College Lane and Little Green Street
Residents Association:
a.marsh@psi.org.uk
Hadley Street Residents Association,
Judy Love:
hadleystreetadmin@me.com

TENANTS’ ASSOCIATIONS
John Webb (Kennistoun & Willingham
Close TRA):
JohnLondon@hotmail.co.uk
Greenwood Tenants Association:
jstephhall60@yahoo.co.uk
Ingestre Road Tenants Association:
ingestreta@hotmail.com
Peckwater Estate Tenants
Association:
manly.hastings@hotmail.co.uk
ORGANISATIONS
Somali Youth Development Resource
Centre: Ibrahim.isse@sydrc.org
Citizens Advice Bureau:
judy.whalley@camdencabservice.org.uk
Camden Carers Service:
info@camdencs.org.uk
Camden Community Law Centre:
admin@cclc.org.uk
Caversham Elder People’s
Organisation: cepo.info@gmail.com
Elfrida Rathbone Camden Family and
Advocacy Services:
lyn@elfridacamden.org.uk
Camden Society:
admin@thecamdensociety.co.uk
Transition Kentish Town:
info@transitionkentishtown.org.uk
Voluntary Action Camden:
vac@vac.org.uk
Crossroads Women:
contact@crossroadswomen.net
CAB: www.camdencabservice.org.uk
Homestart:
info@homestartcamden.org
Volunteer Centre:
info@volunteercentrecamden.org.uk
Voluntary Action Camden:
vac@vac.org.uk
Kentish Town Cluster:
hello@kentishcluster.com
Campaign for Real Ale North London:
john.cryne2@googlemail.com
African Families Association:
africansfamilies@yahoo.co.uk
British Somali Community:
khadija@britishsomali.org
Camden Cypriot Womens Centre:
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Koula@ccwo.org.uk
Clean Break:
general@cleanbreak.org.uk
HEALTH CENTRES
Kentish Town Health Centre:
jameswiggpractice@nhs.net
Peckwater Health Centre:
pss@camdenpct.nhs.uk
Caversham.practice@nhs.net
COMMUNITY CENTRES
Somali Youth Centre:
Ibrahim.isse@sydrc.org
Kentish Town Community Centre:
bookings@ktcc.org.uk
Ingestre Community Centre, Jessie
Ellis: ingestrecc@yahoo.com
BUSINESS
Car Wash Hexagon Modern Stephen
Potter, Paul Michaels:
stephen@hexagon.uk.net
Murphy Group:
paulbrosnahan@murphygroup.co.uk
Regis Road:
peterregis@asphaltic.com

APPENDIX 15
Shane McCarthy
<shane@asphaltic.com>
POLICE
www.met.police.uk/camden
Camden Police Safer
Neighbourhoods Team Kentish Town
Ward:
KentishTown.SNT@met.police.uk
Community Wardens:
communitysafety@camden.gov.uk
COUNCILLORS
Cllr Richard Cotton:
richard.cotton@camden.gov.uk
Cllr Patricia Callaghan:
patricia.callaghan@camden.gov.uk
Cllr. Lazzaro Pietragnoli:
Lazzaro.Pietragnoli@camden.gov.uk
Cllr Jenny Headlam-Wells:
jenny.headlam-wells@camden.gov.uk
Cllr Meric Apak:
meric.apak@camden.gov.uk
Cllr Georgia Gould:
georgia.gould@camden.gov.uk
Cllr Angela Mason:
angela.mason@camden.gov.uk

Cllr Danny Beales:
danny.beales@camden.gov.uk
Cllr Phil Jones:
phil.jones@camden.gov.uk
SCHOOLS
Torriano Infants School:
admin@torrianoinf.camden.sch.uk
Kentish Town Church of England
Primary School:
admin@kentishtown.camden.sch.uk
Acland Burghley School:
genadmin@aclandburghley.camden.
sch.uk
Eleanor Palmer Primary School,
Sarah Ewins:
admin@eleanorpalmer.camden.
sch.uk
St Patricks Catholic Primary School:
admin@stpatricks.camden.sch.uk
Torriano Junior School:
admin@torrianojun.camden.
sch.uk
Camden School for Girls:
csg@camdengirls.camden.sch.uk
Collège Français Bilingue de Londres:
info@cfbl.org.uk

DRAFT ANALYSIS OF STATUTORY CONSULTATION
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