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~ider political processes at work in society.
‘0 long as the rationale behind urban re-
levelopment is financial profit at the ex-
xense of people's living space in a satis-
actory environment there will be more
attles like the one for Tolmers Square.
Readers of this otherwise excellent bouk'

.might have been encouraged if the author

had said more about some potential solu-
tions.
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i In the late 1950s speculators began to
move into the Tolmers area, attracted by
the central position of a site which promised
massive profits from office “redevelop-
ment.” The existing groups of residential
accommodation, thriving shops, light in-
dustry and a few small offices were to make
way for office tower blocks. The mixed
nationality, working class community of
Tolmers Village would be uprooted and dis-
persed in the name of capitalist enterprise
and progress.

The most well known of all of these
speculators was Joc Levy, a man with an
apparently insatiable appetite for “redev-

.  clopment,” who controlled Stock Conver-
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Squat for victory

Nick Wates
The Baitle for Tolmers Square
Routledge & Kegan Paul £2.95

Nick Anning

Since 1957 a battle has been going on over
the comparatively small, but highly profit-
able area at the top of London’s Tottenham
Court Road known as Tolmers Village.
The early Victorian Tolmers Square has
been constantly in the thick of this battle.
The forces involved are all too familiar in
our big cities in recent times: private pro-
perty speculators versus community pres-
sure groups, with local councils helplessly
and often hopelessly enmeshed, unable to
reconcile the financial pressures behind “re-
development” with the wishes of local in-
habitants. Tolmers Square and the twelve
acre site around it has become a symbol of
the ills of many of Britain’s inner city areas.
Nick Wates has written an illustrated his-
tory of Tolmers Village with the inside
knowledge of a resident and the qualifica-
tion of a degree in architecture, planning,
building and environmental studies.

sion and Investment Trust—the samc suc-
cessful team that foisted Centre Point and
Euston Towers on an unsuspecting 1.ondon

—————public. Camden council, created from the

former Lcc in 1965 and generally controlled
wy Labour during the last decade, attemp-
2d to involve itself in the fate of Tolmers
illage too. Not surprisingly it failed to
vake much headway, for reasons cndemic
m the market forces deployed against it
land prices in potentiul development areas
had rocketed and office rents and rates pro-
vide the quickest return on capital borrowed
from central government or private sources,
particularly when interest rutes are rising
all the time. Consequently, Camden's own
solution to the development of Tolmers
Village would involve a housing luss for
the area. Once more the local residents

_ would be the losers.

The most obvious recourse for a dissatis-
fied community was to fight back through
Its tenants association, led in the early days
by tire indomitable Rose Gavin. But in-
evitably Tolmers Village began to suffer
from neglect and blight, sometimes uninten-
tional, but more often deliberately engin-
cered by Stock Conversion and Investment
Trust. b

This process is dramatically illustra-
ted here by numerous photographs and a
wealth of interview material, Eventually the
Tolmers Village Association grew out of the
now depleted tenants association and, helped
by support in the local Labour Party and
a well orgainsed squatter-student com-
munity in Tolmers Square itself, stood
firmly against both Levy and Camden Coun-
cil. A media campaign was started with the
support of a couple of enterprising journal-
ists and finally Levy withdrew, although !
was compensated for all his troubles 1o
tune of some £20 million— out of pul
funds. Meanwhile, Tolmers Square
fights on against a Camden redevelopi:
proposal which insists on putting ofiic
before people. It is a small foothold in i
creasingly threatened territory.

Nick Wates has done a good job
chronicling the Tolmers struggle, but |
tory is merely one side of the issue.
book falls short on the political conclu
which should be drawn from the ba
Tolmers, Small groups can orzanise
cessfully, take initiatives, run cam
rejuvenate whole areas and win lin
tories for their particular cause. T

not see themselves in isolation
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