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CAMDEN COUNCIL earns
its progressive reputation be-
cause its first priority is to
provide the best possible ser-
vice to ioeal people, IL pro-
vides homes directly for more
than 21,000 peaple and seeks
to protect other residents by
bringing as much as possible
of the rented housing in the
borough into public owner-
ship.

v were recently described by
th fivestors' Ieview as prob-
ably the tonghest Central Lon-
don bLorough. If we are to pro-
vide homes in the central area
for people in housing need, deals
wilh the present owuers of. the
land are inevitable. o

We have recently obtained an
almost tenfold iperease in hous-
ing on the Gamaszes site and
another favourable deal in Gray's
Inn Hoad. Beow

Having already had one com-
pulsory purchase order in Tol-
mers Square turned down by the
Minister, we were “forced into
a deal with Stock Conversion if
we wished to gel council-owned
housing in the area.

Unhappy

The choice was crude and
'}‘l‘ﬂel: do a deal or do nething.
' The deal wounld zive Camden
"the housing land at a price
ubsidised by Stock Conversion
‘and they would be permitted to
build an ollice block on Euston
Road. No one has ever been
happy about the terms bul they
were the best obtainable after
f vears' negotiations.,

‘s he alternative Claudius Pro-

rties proposals depend for
rl:eir success on the compulsory

urchinse of Stock Conversion's
oldings in the area—compul-
sory purchase orders are un-
popular with Tery Ministers
and are frequently turned down.

Almost a year agzo Camden
put 2 CPO on the 36 empty flats
‘at Centre Poinl. The BDepart-
ment of the Environment have
just announced a public inguiry.

Recently, another Camden
CPO on Lissenden Mansions
was turned down without even
a public inguiry. We are now
chiallenzing that decision in Lhe
Hizh Court.

When we consulted the depart-
ment about Tolmers Sguare
their response was unhelpful
and the Secretary of State re-
fused to meet a delegation. From

_campaigners,
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Camden replies

Trial over
-Tolmers

Fiom last night's Standard

by Frank Dobson

Leader of Camden Council

bitter experience the chances of
him contirming this CPO seem
very poor and 1 have yet to
meet any informed person—in-
cluding supporieis of Clandins—
who disagree,

If the C’Q were turned down,
Stock Conversion would still be
there and our netolinting posi-
tion would bz totally under-
mined. We could ecasily lese the
whole ¢f the housing.

The deal with Stock Conver-
sion, objectionahle as il is, seemns
likely to pul the housing within
our grasp within th+ toreseeable
future,

Camden have never claimed
that the housing site would be
all housing gain. Anyone [amiljar
with redevelppment or rehabili-
tation in Central London knows
that they wusually result in
housing loss. In Tolmers Square
there would certainly be a gain
althouzh the size of the gain
is’ doubted by the Clavdins
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I do not know how WBooker -
and Cray arrived at their fig- £
ures but the census figure for )
1971 showed 463 people living in
private households in Lhe area !
covered by the deak

Whatever the lizure, the pres-
ent residents wauld become the o
responsibility of the council and
be rid of their private lund- <--""
lords. The remainder of the
housing would be Vor people in s
housing need. To do anvthing {
other than go with Stock Con- \
version would scriously risk the
housing prospects  of  several
hundred peopie. Some of my '
colleagues think the risk worth !
while, others do not. ” ' 4

It is not a matter of principle, 4
The principle for which we ail .
fight is puhhc ownership of such ‘
land. Until that comes, de+ls 3
with developers will be inevitable
if we are to house peaple in the
central area. !
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