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Notes

Tolmers Square

PETER HALL writes: Tolmers Square isn't
exactly the desirable archetype of a Geor-
gian Bloomsbury Square. But then, it is
only doubtfully in Bloomsbury. Though
Gower Street is quintessentially Blooms-
bury, Tolmers’ Square leads off anoma-
lously at its north end, truncated brutally
from the rest by the Euston Road underpass.
Instead of a leafy square garden, there is a
weedgrown plot on the site of a cinema
which used to boast some of the most off-
beat and also the cheapest movies in Lon-
don. The area is an odd mixture of derelict
or down at heel houses, Indian restaurants
and surplus clothing dealers.

Yet Tolmers Square is splendidly located
on the fringe of London's central area,
close to the university, right on top of some
of the best underground connections to be
found. Its present shabbiness is the result
of more than ten years of planning blight,
as Camden borough council fought to agree
on some form of comprehensive rede\«elop-
ment for the area. Much of the area is own-
ed by Stock Conversion and Investment
Company, Joe Levy’s concern which a
decade ago developed the giant Euston
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Centre complex next to the underpass.

Those were the days when—as also at
Centre Point—London local authorities wor-
ked happily hand in hand with the property
giants. But things have changed. And Chris-
topher Booker and Bennie Gray, in a cele-
brated article, argued that this time Camden
should acquire the Tolmers Square land
from Levy and do the redevelopment job
themselves.

Now, precisely this has happened. Stoek
Conversion is selling its six-acre holding to
Camden for £4 million. This, plus purchase
by agreement of other holdings, plus cros
if necessary, will allow Camden to go ahead
with the plans that the council already ap-
proved last October. They include housing
for 1,700 people, one third in rehabilitated
houses and two thirds in new housing: com-
munity facilities; and offices, public build-
ings, showrooms, shops, restaurants and a
small cinema, mainly on the Euston Road
frontage.

Four million pounds for six acres means
£666.000 an acre. This, apparently, is the’
price Camden would have paid when the
Community. Land Bill became law. It is the
current use value of the Tolmers Square
land. In a crude sense, that means that each
of the 1,700 residents will be sitting on
£2,350 worth of land. That seems like a bar-
gain, but of course that is by no means the
end of the land cost. To offset that some-
what, Camden should make some good
pickings out of the commercial part of the
redevelopment. But such prime sites, even
in a typical inner London borough are the
exception rather than the rule.

The Avon
Couacil on Alcoholism ose fifth annual
eport (40p from 14 P Row, Bristol) this
week revealed that amother became addic-
So proclaimed the “birth
of a new treatment concept.”
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and lgefures. The Alcoholic€’ Anonymous
influ€nce is evident, but/the aggressive
flavour of the enterprise A4S otherwise pecu-
liarly latter-day Ameritan. Due acknow-
ledgement is made tg’ the Hazelden Foun-
dation of Minnessofa, and that may be the
clue.
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