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SUB-COMMITTEE

. DATE .Z28TH. 21 Q BBER
WRITTEN
SUBMISSION

[APPLICATION No. & (7) |

FICINGS CROSS ACTIQ GHOUP 26 Oct.,1999

To: The Chair and Members of the Bnv.(Dev. Control) Sub—Cmmttee
28 October,I1999

Ws  Re: South Area - Application No. 6 - pages 8/38 to 8/46
PS 9804631/R6 :
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TS I3 Ieort

o 17-35 William Rd.,NWI

Dear Councillor,

I, The reference to the Kings Cross Conservation Area Advisory Commi ttee

i{n Pard 5.5 of the Réport should have been the Kings Cross Action Groupe.

Membcrs of the KXAG were active in 1985/86 advocating the designation
of the KXCA. This was designated in March 1986 and su bsequently
. extended in 1991 and I994. ' '

2, As the longer- serving Members may know the interest of the KXAG for
many years has been Borough-wide and also London-wide as Tegards
planninge

Inter alia, in 1988 and 1989 the KXAG attended the 3 LPAC Conferences
concerned with the Strategioc Planning Advice to be submitted to the
then DoE in connectien with the implementation of the UDP system.

1t aleo submitted to the then DoB its comments and criticisme of the.
Draft Strateglic Planning Guldance issued subsequently to the recelipt
of the LPAC Strateglc Planning Advice., The gole 1994 LPAC conference
concerned with the Reviged Strategic Planning Advice to be submitted
to the then DoE was also attended.

In 1985/86 the KXAG also attended the Public Inquiry hearing objections

into the proposed alterations to the then LBC 1979 District Plan, the
outcome of which was the adoption of the current LBC statutory
development plan The Borough Plan 1987. '

Supmissions. etc. were also made as regards the LB Islington UDP and
its current First Review Revised UDP. :

Submissions etc. have also been made as regards the proposed LBC UDP.

PRER AR v

to UDP Policy EC 25 is “Support welcomed."
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4.

5e-

. For a number of years in naking submissions: on indiviguel pl ng

applications relating to a proposed change of uge the KXAG has
expressed its anxiety as regards the cumulative effect of the_loss
of employment/industrial sites, not only because of the loss df :
local employment but in particular as regards local employment for
LBC residents with educational disadvantages. Once an employment
site is lost it is highly unlikely that it would revert to
employment user for at least a generation, if ever.

The mention In" the Rbpo¥t of -Borough Plan Polioy EM 25 and UDP
Policy EC 5 has been noted,

In a number of recent planning appeals won by the LBC both of these
policies were cited by Inspectofs in support of decisions,

Per LBC Proposals for the alteration of the District Plan -
Explanation of Alterations, Jume 19851

"Policy EM25 1s new and is the strongest affirmation of the Council's

rriority to resist the loss of industrial floor space, existing
or potential.m™

The application premises and the locelity have been known for many .
Years, including road traffic conditions in the locality,

As repards woad’ traffie conditions, at sundry times during normal
working hours,the current commarcial uses in William Rd, have not
been observed to have generatéd a eignificant amount of traffie,

There is probably a greater: amount of traffic using using Park
Village Ezsh and Stanhope St. as a "out-through" twixt Camden Town
and the Gt. Portland St, locality., However, read humps have been
installed in these sireets, inoluding a hupipdd:pédestiian erossing
to what is or appears to dbe the main entrance to the School. Also
traffic lights have been installed at the junction of Stanhope St.
and Robert St,.

In conciusion, the KXAG supports the O0fficers!-recommendation to
refu anning permission, and, in the event of any appeal, -
WO ear at this in support of the LBC.

17



