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WE WOULD like to cor-
rect the highly mislead-

'ing impression that may
: have been given by a
: quotation attributed to
Camden Council leader :
Frank Decbson in your :
i ¢ last issue.
1 ' Referring to the vexed issue
] ; of Tolmers Square, Mr Dob-
' son apparently claimed that
“when we went to the
Department of the Environ-

¢ ment, they said to go with.
the major developer (Stock
Conversion) to ensure that
Camden got the maximum

T

return from the deveiop—‘
i} snt.”

We do not ac;ept this claim.’
The only guidance the De-
partment of the Environ- -
-ment was prepared to give

; Camden on this matter was

: il:?nia:ned in a letter of July

There was obviousiy no indi-
cation in the letter to show
that the Department of
Environment would ,favour
a deal with Stock Conve

. . sion .on the one hand, or
— y ! with our non-profit- mal\m*’

' company Claudius Proper-

ties on the cther. -~

It is true that Camden then:
retained the opinion of Mr’
George Dobry, QC, who

t claimed that the language.

“ . of the letter was, in hisi

| view, “discournzing™ to the)

Claudius _prop: «<31, and iti

was largely on*ihe basis of

Dobry's opinion that Cam-*

den decided "to zo  with

Stock Conversion on Sep--

tember 12.

We hava always mamtamed
that Dobry's opinion was a’
highly personal proposai,
not to say tendentious in-
terpretation, and we cannot-
confirm this view cuncin-
sively.

‘In fact we wrote to the Dc-
partmen: asking them to'
v clarify thair lerter. to ask)
whether it was wtenm:d to
be discouraging, Thay re-
plied une L'tte-:‘,orrc..illj on-
Ociaber "4 that the wider
"int;vr;.r;'.:tion" which Mr
Debry ohigs s¢ 0 put on their
| \amd\ «.s “beyond the pur-
, p‘ht‘: 1 heir le‘tE' f
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